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by  A.  W.  Dykers 


The  Annual  Meeting 

The  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Cane  League  was  held  in 
the  University  Room  of  the  Roosevelt 
Hotel,  New  Orleans,  on  Thursday, 
September  28th.  The  meeting  start- 
ed at  about  two  o'clock  immediately 
following  the  Annual  Awards  Lunch- 
eon in  the  same  room. 

We  are  rather  short  on  space  in 
this  issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin  and 
don't  have  room  to  list  the  award 
winners  at  this  time.  It  is  good  to 
be  able  to  report,  however,  that  more 
than  a  hundred  and  fifty  people  at- 
tended the  Awards  Luncheon  and 
that  it  was  a  great  success.  Senator 
Russell  Long  was  the  featured 
speaker. 

The  two  main  features  of  the  An- 
nual Meeting  this  year,  as  in  former 
years,  were  the  annual  report  of  the 
President  and  the  election  of  an  Ex- 
ecutive Committee  to  serve  until  the 
next  Annual  Meeting.  The  report  of 
the  President  will  be  found  in  this 
issue  beginning  on  page  six.  The 
names  of  the  members  of  the  new 
Executive  Committee  are  listed  in 
the  masthead  of  this  issue  on  the 
page  right  opposite  this  report. 


A  New  President 

The  officers  of  the  American  Sug- 
ar Cane  League  are  elected  by  the 
Executive  Committee.  This  Commit- 
tee held  its  first  meeting  immediately 
following  the  Annual  Meeting,  and 
elected  Thomas  M.  Barker,  of  Lock- 
port,  who  certainly  needs  no  intro- 
duction to  the  readers  of  The  Sugar 
Bulletin,  to  fill  the  top  office  of  the 
League,  Mr.  Barker  succeeds  War- 
ren Harang,  Jr.,  of  Thibodaux,  who 
completed  his  second  term  as  Presi- 
dent of  the  League  on  September 
28th. 

Other  officers  elected  by  the  Ex- 
ecutive Committee  were  Ed.  Schex- 
nayder  of  White  Castle,  1st  Vice- 
President,  Andrew  P.  Gay  of  Plaque- 
mine,  2nd  Vice  -  President,  W.  S. 
Chadwick  of  New  Orleans,  3rd  Vice- 
President,  Josiah  Ferris  of  Wash- 
ington D.  C,  4th  Vice-President,  Gil- 
bert Durbin  of  New  Orleans,  5th 
Vice-President  and  General  Mana- 
ger, F.  Evans  Farwell  of  New  Or- 
leans, Treasurer,  and  J.  J.  Shaffer, 
Jr.,  of  Houma,  Secretary.  The  names 
of  the  officers  also  appear  on  the 
masthead  on  the  opposite  page. 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


•Harvest  Soon  To  Begin 

The  harvest  of  this  year's  predict- 
ed above  normal  crop  is  soon  to  be- 
gin and  many  growers  have  not  yet 
completed  their  planting  operations 
for  next  year's  crop.  Heavy  rains  be- 
fore and  following  Hurricane  Carla 
have  materially  delayed  the  planting 
schedule. 

In  addition  to  being  late  with  this 
year's  planting  operations,  many 
growers  have  been  faced  with  plant- 
ing a  certain  amount  of  hurricane 
twisted  cane.  Crooked  cane  has  to 
be  cut  more  than  the  usual  amount 
in  the  planting  furrow  for  straight 
planting.  It  is  hoped  that  growers 
who  have  completed  planting  opera- 
tions remembered  when  whacking 
seed  pieces  in  the  planting  furrow 
that  it  is  not  advisable  to  cut  pieces 
in  lengths  shorter  than  five  eyes. 
Short  pieces  and  lengths  which  con- 
tain less  than  five  buds  have  a  ten- 
dency to  rot  and  deteriorate  during 
the  winter.  This  can  cause  poor  plant 
cane  stands  next  spring. 

A  few  mills  have  already  begun 
sampling  cane  for  sucrose  and  puri- 
ty. One  report  shows  that  both  su- 
crose and  purity  are  slightly  better 
now  than  for  a  period  one  week  later 
last  year.  The  other  reports  received 
also  show  better  quality  juices  this 
year  than  last  year.  If  cool  weather 
prevails,  and  not  too  much  rain  is  re- 
ceived, maturity  should  set  in  early. 

Growers  in  many  areas  have  su- 
crose and  purity  tests  made  of  most 
varieties  of  cane  prior  to  the  begin- 
ning  of  grinding.    These   tests,   to- 


fey  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 


gether  with  the  analyses  of  the  fac- 
tory's cane,  indicate  the  date  grind- 
ing should  start.  Although  these 
tests  are,  in  general,  fairly  accurate' 
everyone  in  the  cane  industry  knows 
that  two  or  more  samples  of  one  va- 
riety of  cane  taken  from  the  same 
field  or  even  from  the  same  row  wil 
often  vary  and  at  times  to  a  consider 
able  extent.  To  minimize  this  differ! 
ence,  every  effort  possible  should  be 
made  to  take  samples  which  will  rep 
resent  the  type  of  cane  to  be  deliv 
ered  for  grinding.  Samples  whiclj 
are  hand  cut  and  selectively  topped 
and  which  are  topped  lower  than  th< 
harvester  normally  cuts  cane,  wil 
show  a  deceivingly  high  sucrose  anc 
purity  analysis.  After  conducting  i 
study  to  determine  a  good  way  t< 
take  samples  in  the  field,  one  mil 
representative  reports  that  the  fol 
lowing  method  has  been  more  reliabL 
than  others  tried.  An  entire  stool  o: 
cane  located  about  25  yards  from  th< 
headland  and  halfway  between  th< 
ditch   and   the   middle   of   the   fiel< 


is  picked  at  random  and  cut  at  th«  : 
ground  level.    This  stool  is  taken  t»I! 


the  headland,  placed  on  the  groum 
and  topped  straight  across  to  simu 
late  the  topping  of  a  harvester.  B; 
so  doing  most  stalks  will  be  cut  a 
the  correct  height  but  some  stalk  | 
will  be  cut  low  and  some  will  be  cu 
high.  According  to  this  mill  repre 
sentative,  this  method  of  taking  sam 
pies  has  been  fairly  accurate  and  i 
a  good  way  to  decide  when  cane  qua) 
ity  is  good  enough  to  begin  grinding 
This  method  is  being  used  by  man 
growers  already. 

THE  SUGAR  BULLET! 


i 


IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Better  Prices? 

One  of  the  most  interesting  news 
tories  to  come  out  of  Washington 
n  the  past  two  weeks,  as  far  as  sug- 
I  producers  are  concerned,  was  the 
mnouncement  by  Secretary  of  Agri- 


culture Orville  Freeman  of  his  in- 
tended quotas  for  1962.  That  story 
first  went  to  Louisiana  ahead  of  the 
usual  press  association  wires  in  the 
following  telegram: 

Washington,  D.  C. 
September  21,  1961 


"Mr.  Warren  Harang, 
President, 

American  Sugar  Cane  League 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana 

Secretary  of  Agriculture  Freeman  today  announced  the  U.  S.  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  is  considering:  (1)  Determination  of  sugar  require- 
ments for  the  calendar  year  1962  of  9.5  million  short  tons  raw  value; 
200,000  tons  below  anticipated  sugar  needs  for  year;  (2)  the  establishment 
of  quotas  for  domestic  areas  and  foreign  countries  other  than  Cuba  for 
first  six  months  of  1962,  totaling  3,175J378  short  tons  raw  value. 

Allen  J.  Ellender,  USS 
Russell  B.  Long,  USS 
Hale  Boggs,  MC 
E.  E.  Willis,  MC 
T.  A.  Thompson,  MC" 


Secretary  Freeman's  action  was 
the  result  of  numerous  conferences 
petween  him,  and  his  staff,  and  the 
[Louisiana  Senate  and  House  delega- 
tions headed  by  Senator  Ellender  and 
Representative  Willis.  The  Louisi- 
ana legislators  recommended  a  num- 
ber of  price  improvement  plans  to 
Secretary  Freeman,  who  has  plenty 
of  tools  at  hand  to  improve  the  mar- 
ket. They  pointed  out  to  the  Secretary 
ithat  there  is  too  much  sugar  avail- 
able for  the  balance  of  1961  which  is 
responsible  for  the  recent  declines  in 
the  market  and  also  the  general 
weaknesses  in  sugar  prices  as  reflect- 
ed in  the  sugar  exchange  quotations 


for  deliveries  early  in  1962. 

The  State  Department  is  reported 
to  have  been  opposed  to  a  quota  cut 
this  year  because  of  so-called  "com- 
mitments" to  foreign  countries.  The 
announcement  of  intended  quotas  for 
1962,  normally  made  in  December, 
apparently  is  a  compromise  between 
the  State  and  Agriculture  Depart- 
ments. The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
certainly  has  indicated  that  he  thinks 
current  prices  are  too  low  and  is  re- 
ported to  have  said  privately  that  if 
the  present  announcement  does  not 
accomplish  price  improvement  he  is- 
prepared  to  take  other  steps. 
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ANNUAL  ADDRESS  OF  PRESIDENT  HARANG 


Again  we  have  arrived  at  that  time 
of  the  year  when  the  President  must 
make  his  annual  talk.  This  is  the  sec- 
ond time  that  it  has  been  my  pleasure 
and  privilege  to  bring  you  up-to-date 
on  the  activities  of  the  League  and, 
since  tradition  dictates  that  two  an- 
nual speeches  are  enough  from  any 
one  President,  I  am  right  now  wind- 
ing up  my  affairs  and  will,  within  a 
matter  of  minutes,  complete  my 
speech  and  my  second  term  in  office 
and  surrender  my  Chair  to  the  man 
the  newly  elected  Executive  Commit- 
tee will  select  to  succeed  me. 

At  the  outset  I  want  to  say  that 
being  President  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  for  the  past  two 
years  has  been  a  pleasant  task.  It 
has  been  a  pleasant  task  despite  the 
fact  that  we  have  twice  been  frus- 
trated in  our  efforts  to  write  a  new 
Sugar  Act,  and  despite  the  fact  the 
1959  and  1960  cane  crops  were  only 
mediocre  in  tonnage  per  acre  and 
sugar  per  ton. 

The  years  have  been  pleasant  be- 
cause it  has  been  a  pleasure  to  work 
with  the  very  many  people  who  have 
worked  with  me  in  our  never  ending 
battle  to  advance  the  cause  of  the 
Louisiana  Sugar  Industry.  In  addi- 
tion to  the  Executive  Committee, 
which  is  the  governing  body,  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  has  six- 
teen standing  committees  and  many 
sub-committees  and  special  commit- 
tees. 

Over  two  hundred  people  serve  on 
these  committees  and  working  with 
them  has  not  only  been  a  pleasure,  it 
has  been  a  revelation.  I  have  called 
attention  to  their  activities  many 
times  in  my  special  reports  on  the 
cover  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin.  Presi- 
dents will  come  and  presidents  will 
go,  but  as  long  as  the  League  has  its 
committees  the  Louisiana  sugar  in- 
dustry can  be  sure  that  its  future  is 
being  diligently  guarded  and  intelli- 
gently planned.  I  am  very  grateful 
to  the  League  committeemen. 

I  am  also  grateful  to  Gilbert  Dur- 


bin,  our  General  Manager,  to  Paul 
Borron,  our  Attorney,  to  Josiah  Fer- 
ris, our  Washington  Representative, 
and  his  secretary  Miss  Constance 
Miller,  to  Lloyd  L.  Lauden,  our  Ag- 
ronomist and  Field  Representative, 
to  Mrs.  Allen  Dowling  (Miss  Nellie) 
who  is  our  entire  New  Orleans  office 
force,  and  to  Andrew  Dykers,  our 
Managing  Editor,  for  their  very  fine 
co-operation  during  my  two  years  in 
office.  Working  as  a  team  under  the 
able  guidance  of  Gilbert  Durbin, 
these  people  have  kept  the  affairs  of 
the  League  moving  forward  with  a 
smoothness  that  would  do  credit  to 
a  staff  twice  its  size. 

Before  I  get  too  involved  in  my  re- 
port let  me  again  congratulate  the 
winners  of  the  High  Yields  Awards 
and  say  how  much  the  League  ap- 
preciates being  able  to  join  with  the 
Extension  Service  of  Louisiana  State 
University  to  co-sponsor  the  awards 
luncheon.  These  winners  point  the 
way  to  better  cane  yields  for  all  of 
us  and  by  winning  the  awards  they 
perform  a  real  service  to  our  indus- 
try. 

I  also  want  to  again  thank  Senator 
Russell  Long  for  taking  time  from 
his  busy  schedule  to  be  with  us  today. 
His  presence  has  added  greatly  to  to- 
day's activities  and  all  of  us  enjoyed 
his  inspiring  talk.  We  in  the  Louisi- 
ana sugar  industry  are  indeed  fortu- 
nate to  have  men  of  the  caliber  of 
Senators  Long  and  Ellender,  and  Con- 
gressman Boggs  and  Willis  to  cham- 
pion our  cause  in  Washington. 

Washington,  as  usual,  was  the  fo- 
cal point  of  much  of  the  energy  spent 
by  the  League.  In  the  December  15th 
issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin,  Joe  Fer- 
ris wrote  "Battle  lines  are  being 
formed  in  what  may  become  a  life 
and  death  struggle  over  the  sugar 
quota  system".  The  struggle  is  on. 
All  year  we  have  been  trying  to  ef- 
fect a  compromise  between  various 
groups  of  the  domestic  producers  in 
an  effort  to  rewrite  the  Sugar  Act, 
but  time  has  run  out  as  far  as  this 
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session  of  Congress  is  concerned.  On 
August  3rd  Joe  reported  that  word 
had  been  received  from  Secretary 
Freeman  that  the  Department  of  Ag- 
riculture was  not  ready  to  submit 
recommendations  for  new  sugar  leg- 
islation and  Chairman  Harold  D. 
Cooley  of  the  House  Committee  an- 
nounced he  would  postpone  consider- 
ation of  sugar  legislation  until  the 
second  session  of  the  87th  Congress 
convenes  this  coming  January.  From 
this  it  will  be  seen  that  our  Legisla- 
tive Committee  has  its  work  cut  out 
for  it  during  the  months  that  lie 
ahead. 

Since  the  last  Annual  Meeting,  the 
Executive  Committee  of  the  League 
lost  one  of  its  most  distinguished 
members  when  J.  Paulin  Duhe  died 
in  New  Iberia  on  May  2nd.  Mr.  Duhe 
was  a  past  president  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League,  having  served  in 
that  capacity  from  September  1953 
through  September  1955.  The  League 
and  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Industry 
have  missed  him  very  much. 

Also  since  the  last  Annual  Meeting, 
eight  new  members  have  joined  the 
ranks  of  our  Executive  Committee. 
They  are  J.  G.  Beaud,  Nicholas  Ber- 
geron, J.  Malcolm  Duhe,  Ulysse  Gon- 
soulin,  Jr.,  Denis  Lanaux,  Wilson  Le- 
pine,  Clay  Terry,  and  R.  J.  Thibo- 
daux.  It  has  been  a  pleasure  to  work 
with  them  throughout  the  year. 

A  review  of  the  minutes  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Committee  shows  that  the 
League  has  continued  a  multiplicity 
of  activities  during  the  twelve  months 
under  review.  We  list  some  of  the 
matters  which  came  before  the  Com- 
mittee as  they  appear  in  the  minutes 
of  the  monthly  meetings. 


Mr.  Barron  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  railroads  had  filed  a 
petition  with  the  Louisiana  Public 
Service  Commission  for  increases  in 
intrastate  rates  similar  to  increases 
in  interstate  granted  by  the  Inter- 
state Commerce  Commission.  This 
matter  was  referred  to  the  Freight 
Rate  Committee.  Later,  upon  a  re- 
quest by  Mr.  Borron,  James  Thibaut, 


E.  W.  McNeil  and  Charles  Savoie  vol- 
unteered to  appear  as  witnesses  in 
opposition  to  these  increases.  We  are 
informed  that  the  Louisiana  Public 
Service  Commissions  will  hold  hear- 
ings on  this  subject  next  month. 


I  reported  on  a  public  meeting  of 
the  Louisiana  State  Department  of 
Agriculture  at  which  the  problem  of 
2,4-D,  and  other  chemicals  used  by 
farmers,  was  discussed  and  stated 
that  the  Commissioner  of  Agriculture 
would  allow  the  League  to  review  any 
recommendations  regarding  the  use 
of  these  chemicals  before  the  recom- 
mendations were  ordered  by  the  Com- 
mission. Subsequently  another  pub- 
lic meeting  was  held  on  this  subject 
and  still  later  M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Paul 
Borron,  Gilbert  Durbin  and  I  met 
with  officials  of  the  State  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  to  assist  in  draft- 
ing new  regulations  governing  the  use 
of  dangerous  herbicides.  Most  of  our 
suggestions  were  adopted. 


Discussing  developments  in  the  nu- 
tria control  plan,  Mr.  Durbin  stated 
that  representatives  of  the  U.  S.  Fish 
&  Wildlife  Service  had  advised  him 
that  to  assure  lasting  results,  a  full 
time  man  should  be  employed  in  the 
nutria  control  program.  The  League's 
help  was  solicited  in  obtaining  the 
necessary  Government  funds  to  em- 
ploy such  a  man.  I  am  happy  to  re- 
port that  the  Government  funds  have 
been  made  available  and  that  a  man 
will  shortly  be  stationed  at  Houma 
to  work  on  nutria  control.  A  new 
district  office  of  the  Bureau  of  Sport 
Fisheries  and  Wildlife  has  been  estab- 
lished in  Baton  Rouge. 


Discussions  of  a  proposed  expan- 
sion of  research  on  soil  fertility  and 
plant  nutrition  under  the  direction  of 
Dr.  Golden  of  Louisiana  State  Uni- 
versity resulted  in  the  unanimous  ap- 
provel  of  a  motion  by  Mr.  Shaffer 
that  the  President  appoint,  a  com- 
mittee to  confer  with  the  scientists 
and  administrators  at  L.S.U.  regard- 
( Continued  on  next  page) 
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ing  the  program.  I  appointed  Gilbert 
Durbin,  Lloyd  Lauden,  Malcolm  Du- 
ne, W.  S.  Chadwick  and  Lee  Shaffer 
to  this  special  committee.  At  the  re- 
quest of  this  Committee  L.S.U.  re- 
quested, and  the  Legislature  appro- 
priated $11,000  to  expand  research 
on  soil  fertility  and  plant  nutrition. 


Mr.  Durbin  reported  on  a  visit  that 
he,  Mr.  Farwell  and  Mr.  Gibbens  had 
with  Harold  McCall,  Associate  Edi- 
tor of  the  Times-Picayune,  in  an  ef- 
fort to  have  that  paper  indorse  Con- 
stitutional Amendment  No.  32.  Al- 
though the  Times-Picayne  did  not 
support  this  amendment.  It  was  en- 
dorsed by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
of  the  New  Orleans  area  and  was 
adopted  by  the  voters.  The  exemp- 
tion of  agriculture  implements  from 
personal  property  taxes  became  a 
reality.  I  should  mention  at  this 
point  that  our  General  Manager  is 
Chairman  of  the  Agricultural  Com- 
mittee of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce. 


A  general  discussion  of  the  Mosaic 
disease  situation  in  the  Louisiana 
cane  fields  resulted  in  an  expression 
of  appreciation  for  the  good  work 
done  by  Lloyd  Lauden  and  Lee  Shaf- 
fer in  supervising  the  distribution  of 
Mosaic  rogued  cane  produced  under 
the  supervision  of  L.S.U.,  the  U.S. 
D.A.  and  the  League.  Because  there 
has  been  some  cane  distributed  in 
the  sugar  belt  by  sources  other  than 
the  Mosaic  Disease  Control  Commit- 
tee of  the  League,  it  was  agreed  that 
the  industry  should  be  told  where 
canes  sponsored  by  the  League  are 
located  to  avoid  the  possibility  of 
the  League  being  blamed  if  poor  re- 
sults are  obtained  from  canes  dis- 
tributed by  outside  growers. 


Discussion  of  the  blackstrap  mo- 
lasses price  resulted  in  a  motion  by 
Mr.  Graugnard,  seconded  by  Mr. 
Shaffer,  and  unanimously  passed  by 
the  Committee  that  the  General  Man- 
ager of  the  League  and  the  President 
of  the  League  investigate  the  possi- 
bilities of  the  United  States  Govern- 


ment putting  an  embargo  on  black- 
strap from  Cuba.  Later  Mr.  Graug- 
nard reported  that  the  Sugar  Divi- 
sion had  advised  the  League  that  it 
had  no  authority  to  stop  imports  of 
Cuban  Blackstrap.  He  reviewed  a 
letter  from  Senator  Ellender's  office 
indicating  that  special  legislation 
would  be  needed  to  stop  Cuban  molas- 
ses from  entering  this  country.  Later 
in  the  year,  molasses  shipments  from 
Cuba  were  stopped  as  a  result  of  pres- 
sure from  the  White  House. 


Mr.  Durbin  reported  on  public  hear- 
ings conducted  by  a  congressional 
committee  investigating  U.S.D.A.  soil 
and  water  research  projects.  He  stat- 
ed that  the  League  representatives 
had  recommended  that  the  contem- 
plated expansion  in  the  soil  and  wa- 
ter conservation  program  be  built 
upon  present  projects  and  that  the 
present  program,  headed  by  Mr.  Sa- 
veson,  be  expanded  to  embrace  any 
contemplated  additions.  At  the  mo- 
ment, it  appears  that  it  will  be  2  or  3 
more  years  before  we  can  obtain  the 
appropriation  necessary  to  expand 
this  research. 


In  answer  to  a  question  from  Eu- 
gene Graugnard  regarding  the  value 
to  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  of 
the  milling  and  clarification  experi- 
ments being  conducted  jointly  by  the 
Audubon  Sugar  Factory,  the  South- 
ern Regional  Laboratory  and  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League,  James 
Thibaut,  Chairman  of  the  League's 
Industrial  Committee,  stated  that 
these  studies  are  very  important  and 
should  be  continued.  In  addition  to 
supplying  cane  for  the  tests,  $1,200 
of  League  funds  were  appropriated 
to  support  the  project. 


Mr.  Lauden  asked  for,  and  received, 
the  endorsement  of  the  Executive 
Committee  for  the  League  to  promote 
a  trip  by  members  of  the  industry  to 
Florida  in  January.  He  explained 
that  the  cost  to  each  individual  mak- 
ing the  trip  would  be  approximately 
$90.00  for  bus  fare  and  hotel  accom- 
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nodations.  Sixty-one  cane  farmers 
nade  the  trip  after  which  Mr.  Bil- 
eaud  and  Mr.  Lanaux  reported  to 
the  Executive  Committee  that  it  was 
a  great  success. 


Mr.  Borron  called  attention  to  the 
apparent  need  to  change  the  basis 
for  determining  a  cane  factory's  "ac- 
tive period"  under  the  new  seasonal 
workers  unemployment  compensation 
law.  He  said  that  he  was  working 
with  the  Unemployment  Compensa- 
tion Division  on  this  and  would  report 
to  the  mills  at  a  later  date.  Later  Paul 
reported  that  the  Division  of  Em- 
ployment Security  of  the  State  De- 
partment of  Labor,  after  several  con- 
ferences, agreed  that  a  sugar  cane 
processor  should  report  as  Seasonal 
Wages  only  wages  earned  by  tempo- 
rary seasonal  employees  during  the 
actual  period  of  production  opera- 
tions. 


Mr:  Chadwick  reported  that  a  re- 
quest had  been  made  to  the  Sugar 
Division,  through  Joe  Ferris,  that  no 
hearing  regarding  1962  proportionate 
shares  be  held  and  that  the  Division 
announce  that  there  would  be  no  acre- 
age restrictions  with  respect  to  the 
1962  crop.  No  hearing  has  been  held 
but  there  has  been  no  official  an- 
nouncement yet  with  respect  to  1962 
proportionate  shares. 


Clay  Terry  advised  that  he  had  re- 
ported to  the  General  Manager  that 
some  persons  were  interpreting  the 
new  motor  vehicle  inspection  law  as 
requiring  that  all  cane  trailers  have 
individual  brakes  and  had  asked  that 
the  League's  attorney  be  requested 
to  investigate.  Mr.  Borron  reported 
later  that  he  understood  brakes  would 
not  be  required  on  cane  trailers. 


Mr.  Borron  was  asked  to  prepare 
a  letter  to  be  sent  to  each  member  of 
the  Louisiana  congressional  delega- 
tion pointing  out  our  objections  to 
HR  -  3937  increasing  the  minimum 
wage  base  from  $1.00  to  $1.25  per 
hour  within  a  period  of  two  years. 


As  you  know,  despite  our  efforts,  HR- 
3937  passed  and  the  minimum  fac- 
tory wage  is  now  $1.15  an  hour. 


I  suggested  that  the  President  be 
given  permission  to  appoint  a  special 
committee  composed  of  the  President, 
the  General  Manager,  the  League's 
Attorney,  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Legislative  Committee,  along  with 
one  member  who  may  be  particular- 
ly well  versed  on  the  existing  emer- 
gency, to  act  in  legislative  matters 
requiring  immediate  attention.  This 
suggestion  was  offered  as  a  motion 
by  Mr.  Terry  and  given  the  unani- 
mous approval  of  the  Committeee. 


Mr.  Durbin  discussed  House  Bill 
HR-640  known  as  the  "Boggs  Bill" 
which  is  calculated  to  offset  a  ruling 
making  it  illegal  for  individuals  and 
firms  to  deduct  for  income  tax  pur- 
poses dues  paid  organizations  whose 
funds  are  used  to  influence  legisla- 
tion. The  General  Manager  was  asked 
to  urge  the  Louisiana  congressional 
delegation  to  push  the  bill  to  its  final 
passage.  This  legislation  is  still  pend- 
ing. 


Mr.  Borron  reported  that  investiga- 
tions by  him  as  to  whether  tractor 
drivers  who  drive  tractors  on  public 
highways  must  have  drivers  licenses 
and  also  whether  the  tractor  must 
have  a  license,  indicated  that  since 
the  sojourn  on  the  highway  was  only 
temporary  neither  license  was  re- 
quired by  law. 


The  appointment  of  John  Bagwell 
as  General  Counsel  for  the  U.  S.  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  was  round- 
ly applauded  by  the  Committee,  and  a 
suggestion  by  Mr.  Graugnard  that  a 
letter  of  congratulations  be  sent  to 
Mr.  Bagwell  by  the  League  received 
unanimous  approval. 


Mr.    Yarbrough    reported    that    a 
meeting  of  the  Farm  Machinery  Ad- 
visory Committee  and  the  Steering 
Committee  would  be  held  in  'April  to 
(Continued  on  next  page) 


October  1,   1961 


9 


work  out  plans  for  continued  experi- 
ments in  1961  with  the  U.S.D.A.  har- 
vester. He  reported  that  $8,674.57  of 
the  $10,000  in  League  funds  appro- 
priated for  use  in  the  harvester  ex- 
periment had  been  used  to  date. 


Reporting  on  a  meeting  of  the  Con- 
tact Committee  held  March  21st  in 
Pleasant  Hall  on  the  L.S.U.  Campus, 
Clay  Terry  stated  that  the  meeting 
was  one  of  the  most  successful  ever 
held  and  that  the  very  fine  attend- 
ance was  a  tribute  to  the  work  being 
done  by  the  scientists  in  behalf  of  the 
Louisiana  sugar  industry. 


A  suggestion  by  rne  that  Mr.  Kem- 
per, Mr.  Durbin  and  I  go  to  Washing- 
ton about  the  middle  of  April  to  dis- 
cuss sugar  legislation  with  the  Lou- 
isiana congressional  delegation  re- 
ceived the  unanimous  endorsement  of 
the  Committee. 


In  answer  to  a  request  that  he  give 
his  opinion  regarding  a  proposal  by 
the  Kennedy  administration  to  in- 
crease highway  truck  taxes,  Mr.  Bor- 
ron  stated  that  apparently  the  in- 
crease, if  enacted,  would  amount  to 
about  233  percent  but  that  he  thought 
most  cane  trucks  would  be  below  the 
weight  requirements  of  the  tax.  It 
was  decided  the  League  would  fol- 
low this  legislation's  progress  with 
the  view  of  maintaining  the  present 
exemption  of  most  Louisiana  cane 
trucks  from  the  Federal  highway  tax. 


Reporting  for  the  Mosaic  Disease 
Control  Committee,  Mr.  Lauden  stat- 
ed that  last  year  over  600  tons  of 
rogued  and  heat  treated  cane  had 
been  purchased  from  inspected  seed 
plots  and  that  this  year  the  demand 
appeared  to  be  doubled  that  of  last 
season.  He  urged  that  we  not  relax 
in  the  fight  to  control  the  mosaic 
disease. 


Mr.  Barker  commented  on  new  de- 
velopments in  the  problem  of  work- 
men compensation  laws  and  said  that 
a    meeting   to    discuss    this    subject 


would  be  held  in  Lake  Charles,  Laj 
on  April  5th  at  which  he,  Mr.  Borron, 
and  Mr.  Durbin  would  be  present.  We 
anticipate  that  the  State  legislature 
will  make  some  revisions  in  the  work- 
men compensation  laws  next  year. 
The  League  is  continuing  its  efforts 
to  assure  changes  which  will  be  bene- 
ficial to  League  members  and  other 
employers. 


On  a  motion  by  Mr.  Terry,  sec- 
onded by  Mr.  Schaffer,  the  proposed 
budget  for  the  1961-62  fiscal  year 
totaling  $125,940,  recommended  by 
the  Finance  Committee,  was  unani- 
mously adopted. 


A  request  by  Mr.  Yarbrough,  speak- 
ing for  the  Farm  Machinery  Advisory 
Committee,  that  the  League  author- 
ize the  expenditure  of  an  additional 
amount  up  to  $5,000  for  future  ex- 
periments with  the  U.S.D.A.  cane 
harvester  was  unanimously  approved. 
Mr.  Yarbrough  also  suggested  that 
the  support  of  other  areas  be  solicit- 
ed in  an  attempt  to  obtain  additional 
federal  funds  for  future  cane  com- 
bine experiments. 


The  problem  of  obtaining  Cuban 
chemists  and  sugar  boilers  for  the 
1961-62  grinding  season  was  dis- 
cussed by  Mr.  Barker.  Mr.  Allen  sug- 
gested that  there  may  be  a  number 
of  chemists  and  sugar  boilers  among 
the  Cuban  refugees  in  Miami  and  it 
was  agreed  that  this  possibility 
should  be  explored.  Joe  Ferris,  Gil- 
bert Durbin,  and  others  spent  consid- 
erable time  in  working  out  arrange- 
ments for  getting  factory  workers 
from  Cuba.  Success  was  finally  re- 
alized. 


Mr.  Lauden  called  attention  to  a 
proposed  short  range  course  at  L.S.U. 
for  growers  and  overseers  which  the 
League's  Contact  Committee  Chair- 
man, Malcolm  Duhe,  had  suggested 
and  which  the  University  had  agreed 
to  conduct. 


The   Executive   Committee   unani- 
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mously  endorsed  the  position  taken 
by  me,  Mr.  Kemper  and  Mr.  Durbin 
in  deciding  not  to  appear  in  Wash- 
ington in  opposition  to  the  Adminis- 
tration's Farm  bill  known  as  S-1643. 
It  was  generally  agreed  that  it  would 
be  a  grave  error  for  the  Louisiana 
sugar  industry,  operating  under  the 
special  Sugar  Act,  to  become  involved 
in  any  way  in  general  farm  legisla- 
tion. 


I  called  attention  to  the  fact  that 
efforts  were  being  made  by  certain 
assessors  to  impose  ad  valorem  taxes 
on  Louisiana  raw  sugar  and  request- 
ed authority  to  appoint  a  committee 
with  power  to  act  on  behalf  of  the 
League  in  opposing  this  move.  I 
appointed  W.  S.  Chadwick,  Murphy 
J.  Foster,  Bronier  Thibaut,  Paul  Bor- 
ron,  and  Gilbert  Durbin,  with  Mr. 
Chadwick  as  chairman.  This  com- 
mittee, with  the  aid  of  Governor  Da- 
vis, successfully  blocked  the  imposi- 
tion of  the  tax. 


There  has  been  another  develop- 
ment of  serious  import,  the  consider- 
ation of  which  has  occupied  much-  of 
the  time  of  our  industry  in  recent 
months.  On  June  15th,  1961,  the 
National  Sugar  Refining  Company, 
the  corporation  which  purchased  the 
large  Reserve  Refinery  from  God- 
chaux  in  1956,  announced  that  it 
would  not  buy  Louisiana  raw  sugar 
this  year  on  the  traditional  season's 


average  price  basis.  Instead,  that  re- 
finery offered  to  pay  Louisiana  raw 
sugar  producers,  and  I  quote,  "a  per- 
centage of  the  average  net  price  of 
refined  sugar  received  by  the  Reserve 
Division  during  a  specific  period". 
As  I  understand  the  proposal,  the 
National  Refinery  would  be  assured 
of  a  profit  regardless  of  the  price  at 
which  it  may  sell  its  refined  sugar. 
The  normal  business  risk  incident  to 
any  business  would  be  passed  by  Na- 
tional back  to  the  Louisiana  raw 
sugar  processors  to  be  compounded 
by  their  own. 

The  management  of  National  can 
not  be  blamed  for  attempting  to  op- 
erate its  refinery  on  a  profitable  ba- 
sis. However,  in  my  opinion,  this 
proposal  is  completely  unfair  and  dis- 
criminatory. National  buys  large 
quantities  of  foreign  raw  sugar.  I 
feel  certain  foreign  sugars  can  not 
be  purchased  on  this  basis,  which 
leaves  the  seller  completely  helpless. 

I  consider  this  proposal  by  National 
to  be  an  evil  that  must  be  fought  with 
all  of  our  strength.  Its  implications 
are  far  reaching.  It  is  a  cane  grower 
problem  at  least  as  much  as  it  is 
a  processor  problem.  The  price  cut- 
ting and  hidden  discounts  in  the  re- 
fined sugar  market  are  bad  at  the 
present  time,  and  give  rise  to  much 
instability.  It  requires  little  imagi- 
nation to  visualize  the  chaos  that  will 
exist  in  this  market  if  every  refiner 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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is  assured  a  profit  regardless  of  the 
price  at  which  refined  sugar  is  sold. 


It  has  been  a  real  pleasure  to  serve 
as  President  of  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League. 

Thank  you. 

Editor's  note: 

The  second  to  last  paragraph  of 
the  President's  report  ran  into  censor 
difficulties  and  has  been  deleted. 

For  the  record  we  would  like  to 
state  that  Mr.  Harang  has  done  an 
outstanding  job  as  President  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League.  He 
has  tackled  each  problem,  and  there 
have  been  many,  with  vigor  and  wis- 
dom and  the  Louisiana  sugar  indus- 
try has  been  helped  tremendously  by 
his  good  work. 
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J.  G.  Beaud,  New  Roads,  La.  Earl  G.  Luke,  Franklin,  La. 

Nicholas  Bergeron,  Thibodaux,  La.  Richard  McCarthy,  Jr.,  New  Orleans,  La. 

P.  L  Billeaud,  Broussard,  La.  E.  W.  McNeil,  Cinclare,  La. 

H.  K.  Bubenzer,  Bunkie,  La.  J.  J.  Munson,  Houma,  La. 

J.  Malcolm  Duhe,  New  Iberia,  La.  Charles  C.  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La. 

Murphy  J.  Foster,  Franklin,  La.  Clay  Terry,  Franklin,  La. 

Ulysse  Gonsoulin,  Jr.,  New  Iberia,  La.  Bronier  Thibaut,  Napoleonville,  La. 

F.  A.  Graugnard,  Jr.,  St.  James,  La.  James  H.  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  La. 

Warren  Harang,  Jr.,  Thibodaux,  La.  R.  J.  Thibodaux,  Houma,  La. 

Denis  Lanaux,  Lucy,  La.  Ivan  M.  Wilbert,  Plaquemine,   La. 

Clifford  LeBlanc,  White  Castle,  La.  Horace  Wilkinson  III,  Port  Allen,  La. 

J.  Wilson  Lepine,  Thibodaux,  La.  M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 

HONORARY  MEMBERS 

L.  A.  Borne,  Raceland,  La.  Wallace  C.  Kemper,  New  Orleans,  La. 
David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Houma,  La. 


We  stand  for  the  encouragement  of  Home 
Industries  as  against  Foreign  Competition 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


1961  Fair  Price  Determination 

The  1961  crop  Fair  Price  Deter- 
mination managed  to  come  in  just 
under  the  wire  when  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  Orville  L.  Freeman 
signed  the  completed  document  on 
October  5th,  one  day  before  the  start 
of  the  pricing  period. 

The  only  changes  in  the  1961  ver- 
sion of  the  Contract  have  to  do  with 
molasses  payments  and  the  dates  of 
the  pricing  periods.  This  season  the 
pricing  periods  of  both  raw  sugar 
and  blackstrap  molasses  began  on 
the  first  Friday  in  October,  which 
was  October  6th,  and  will  end  on  the 
last  Thursday  in  February,  which  is 
February  22,  1962  (20  weeks).  Last 
year  the  pricing  period  began  on  the 
first  Friday  in  October  for  both  sug- 
ar and  blackstrap,  but  the  period  for 
pricing  sugar  ended  on  the  last 
Thursday  in  January  (16  weeks)  and 
the  period  for  pricing  blackstrap  end- 
ed on  the  last  Thursday  in  April  (29 
weeks) . 

The  molasses  payment  by  the  mills 
to  the  growers  this  year  is  based  on 
6.6  gallons  per  ton  of  cane  instead  of 
last  year's  6.7  gallons  per  ton  of  cane. 
This  change  is  simply  a  reflection  of 
the  most  recent  5-year  average  recov- 
ery of  blackstrap  per  ton  of  cane. 

Award  Winners 

As  you  turn  the  pages  of  this  issue 
of  The  Sugar  Bulletin  you  will  be 
privileged  to  see  the  pictures  of  al- 
most all  of  the  farmers  who  won  high 
yields  awards  for  their  1960  cane 
crops.  Because  of  the  lack  of  space  a 
few  pictures  have  been  omitted  but 
these  will  appear  in  the  next  issue  of 
the  Bulletin. 

It  is  always  a  pleasure  for  us  to 
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record  the  accomplishments  of  the 
people  who  produced  more  cane  per 
acre  than  others  in  their  districts  be- 
cause these  farmers  are  demonstrat- 
ing the  possibilities  that  exist  and 
are  pointing  the  way  to  more  cane  per 
acre  for  everyone  in  the  business  of 
growing  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana. 

As  has  been  the  case  in  past  sea- 
sons, the  sugar  belt  was  divided  into 
five  farm  size  groups  and  into  five 
districts.  The  farm  sizes  were:  (1) 
up  to  50  acres,  (2)  50  to  100  acres, 
(3)  100  to  200  acres,  (4)  200  to  500 
acres,  and  (5)  500  acres  and  above. 
To  qualify  for  consideration  the  acre- 
age production  in  each  group  had  to 
be  at  least  20  per  cent  above  the  aver- 
age yield  for  the  district  in  which 
the  farm  is  located.  The  winners 
were: 

District  I — Vermilion,  Lafayette  and 

St.  Martin  Parishes 

(average  yield,  17.60  tons  per  acre) 

Group  (1)  Clifton  Angelle,  Breaux 
Bridge,  33.1  tons  per  acre  on  6.0 
acres. 

Group  (2)  Mrs.  Paul  Angelle,  Jr., 
Breaux  Bridge,  27.8  tons  per  acre  on 
86.8  acres. 

Group  (3)  Clet  Lasseigne,  St. 
Martinville,  24.6  tons  per  acre  on 
130.9  acres. 

Group  (4)  Lawrence  Melancon,  St. 
Martinville,  25.3  tons  per  acre  on 
221.5  acres. 

Group  (5)  NO  WINNER  (none 
20%  above  district  average) 

District  II — Iberia  and  St.  Mary 

Parishes 

(average  yield,  21.03  tons  per  acre) 

Group    (1)     Hartman   Lejuene, 
(Continued  on  page  22) 
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IN  THE  FIELD        il 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 

by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Fresh  Cane  For  More  Dollars 


The  1961  cane  grinding  season  has 
already  started  for  a  number  of  mills, 
and  it  won't  be  long  before  the  entire 
Louisiana  cane  harvest  will  be  going 
full  blast. 

Since  all  growers  are  interested  in 
receiving  the  best  price  possible  for 
every  acre  of  cane  in  the  field  it  is 
fitting  that  this  column  should  carry 
one  message  of  importance  in  this 
direction. 

In  addition  to  being  short,  the 
message  "Fresh  cane  pays  off"  is 
true.  Research  work  done  for  cane 
growers  at  the  U.  S.  D.  A.  Houma 
Station,  the  Audubon  Sugar  Factory 
at  L.  S.  U.  and  the  Southern  Regional 
Laboratory  of  New  Orleans  proves 
beyond  any  doubt  that  the  delivery  of 
fresh  cane  to  the  mill  will  mean  more 
dollars  for  the  grower.  These  experi- 
ments prove  that  an  acre  of  cane  cut 
today,  burned  and  delivered  to  the 
mill  tomorrow  is  worth  about  $40 
more  than  the  same  acre  cut  today, 
burned  and  delivered  after  seven 
days.  This  figure  is  not  the  result 
of  one  small  experiment,  but  has  been 
proven  by  many  large  scale  experi- 
mental tests  conducted  during  more 
than  two  harvesting  seasons. 

Cane  loses  weight  rapidly  after  it 
is  cut,  and  after  7  days  there  has  been 
about  a  10  per  cent  drop  from  the 
original  weight.  This  was  proven  by 
weighing  freshly  cut  cane  then  plac- 
ing the  same  cane  back  to  the  field 
in  a  heap  row  for  seven  days  before 
re-weighing  this  cane.  .  .  .  Any  grow- 
er can  prove  this  on  the  farm.  All 
that  is  needed  is  a  scale  that  will 
weigh  one  or  two  armloads  of  cane. 
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If  in  doubt,  put  this  to  test. 

Purity  goes  down  with  each  daj 
after  cane  is  cut.  Occasionally 
sample  taken  after  cane  has  been  cui 
for  several  days  will  show  a  slightlj 
higher  sucrose  content  than  a  samplej 
taken  the  day  of  cutting  but  this  is 
more  than  offset  by  both  loss  oi 
weight  and  drop  in  purity.  It  musi 
also  be  remembered  that  two  samples 
taken  from  the  same  field  on  the 
same  day  by  the  same  person  can  and 
frequently  will  show  a  difference  ir 
sucrose  content.  When  a  stale  cane 
sample  shows  a  higher  sucrose  con-J 
tent  than  a  fresh  cane  sample  this 
generally  means  that  the  stale  cane 
sample  was  higher  than  the  fresh 
cane  sample  in  sucrose  content  to  bei 
gin  with  and  nothing  was  actually 
gained.  It  also  means  that  if  the  stale 
cane  sample  had  been  analyzed  the 
day  the  cane  was  cut  it  would  have 
been  better.   Give  this  some  thought.; 

Sucrose  and  purity  are  both  some- 
what low  at  this  time  but  indications! 
are  that  quality  should  rise  rapidly; 
The  increase  in  the  past  week  was 
good.  Many  mills  have  started  im 
spite  of  low  quality  juices  because  of 
the  fear  of  early  freezes  on  this  ex- 
pected above  normal  crop.  At  least 
one  mill  which  started  early  had 
enough  early  maturing  C.  P.  48-103 
of  its  own  to  grind  for  about  a  week. 
It  is  most  unfortunate  that  this  va^ 
riety  has  not  met  with  more  approval 
among  growers.  All  growers  should 
make  a  concerted  effort  to  try  this 
variety  on  the  better  lighter  soils 
where  grass  is  not  a  problem. 
(Continued  on  page  22) 
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IN    WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Ups  And  Downs 


The  raw  sugar  market  was  "talked 
ip"  a  very  short  distance  for  a  very 
hort  time  in  expectation  of  immi- 
nent action  by  the  U.  S.  Department 
f  Agriculture  to  cut  the  10,000,000 
961  quota.  Now,  that  market  is 
>eing  "talked  down"  by  members  of 
he  trade  who  have  reached  the  con- 
tusion that  no  quota  reduction  will 
>e  made.  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
freeman  has  departed  for  a  lengthy 
ojourn  in  Europe;  the  domestic  beet 
lugar  industry  which  earlier  in  the 
rear  advocated  a  drastic  cut  in  for- 
eign quotas  now  is  operating  under 
narketing  allotments  which  sup- 
)osedly  have  been  filled  and  there- 
ore  is  not  particularly  interested  in 
)etter  prices  for  the  remainder  of 
.961 ;  and  Louisiana's  very  able  dele- 
gation to  the  House  and  Senate  ap- 
)arently  has  failed  in  its  efforts  to 
>oint  out  to  the  officials  of  the  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture  the  un- 
lisputable  fact  that  10,000,000  tons 
s  just  too  much  sugar  for  the  1961 
narket  to  absorb. 

If 

The  domestic  sugar  industry's  Leg- 
slative  program  for  1963  is  "iffy". 

There  will  be  no  amendments  to 
;he  Sugar  Act  in  1962  unless  the  do- 
nestic  industry  makes  a  recommen- 
iation  to  Congress.  //  the  industry 
?ails  to  make  a  recommendation  the 
A.ct,  in  all  probability,  will  be  ex- 
:ended  in  its  present  form  for  an- 
other six  months. 

//  the  members  of  the  U.  S.  Beet 


Sugar  Association  can  reach  an 
agreement  with  beet  growers,  a 
major  legislative  problem  will  be 
solved  without  legislation. 

//  that  internal  problem  within 
the  beet  industry  is  solved  the  next 
point  of  contention  between  the  beet 
industry  and  the  U.  S.  Cane  Refiners 
is  the  size  of  the  beet  sugar  quota. 
When  representatives  of  these  two 
segments  of  the  industry  adjourned 
their  negotiations  to  go  to  the  Inter- 
national Sugar  Conference  in  Ge- 
neva, Switzerland,  they  were  very 
nearly  in  agreement.  The  question 
of  beet  quotas  apparently  had  been 
resolved.  The  only  difference  of  opin- 
ion was  on  the  wording  of  an  amend- 
ment which  would  remove  the  neces- 
sity for  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  make  inflated  consumption  esti- 
mate requirements. 

//  this  problem  of  semantics  can 
be  resolved  there  is  no  apparent  rea- 
son why  the  industry  could  not  be 
prepared  to  make  recommendations 
to  Congress  early  next  January.  // 
the  industry  makes  recommendations 
on  sugar  legislation  Representative 
Harold  Cooley,  Chairman  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  has 
indicated  that  he  would  be  agreeable 
to  passing  such  recommendations 
along  to  the  various  government 
agencies  for  consideration  and  report. 

In  summing  up  the  situation  we 
are  reminded  of  the  old  hobo's  recipe 
for  ham  and  eggs,  "//  we  had  some 
ham  we  could  have  ham  and  eggs  // 
we  had  some  eggs". 
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Clifton  Angelle,  Breaux  Bridge 
31.1  tons  per  acre  on  6.0  acres 


Mrs.  Paul  Angelle,  Jr.,  and  Aswell  HuTal 

Breaux  Bridge 

27.8  tons  per  acre  on  86.8  acres 


Lawrence  Melancon,  St.  Martinville 
25.3  tons  per  acre  on  221.5  acres 


Hartman  Lejuene,  Jeanerette 
39.5  tons  per  acre  on  12.2  acres 
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Nelson  J.  Hebert,  Jeanerette 
31.5  tons  per  acre  on  375.7  acres 


Earlis  Adams,  Lockport 
42.4  tons  per  acre  on  5.5  acres 
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Donatien  Danoi,  Raceland 
36.8  tons  per  acre  on  54.6  acre* 


Claude  M.  Landry,  NapoleonTille 
35.56  tons  per  acre  on  110.4  acres 


Dennis  Thibodaux,  NapoleonTille 
32.55  tons  per  acre  on  258.1  acres 


Bronier  Thibaut,  NapoleonTille 
28.24  tons  per  acre  on  500  acres 
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Edmond  Landry,  White  Castle 
40.9  tons  per  acre  on  9.4  acres 


Alvin  B.  Daigle,  White  Castle 
37.2  tons  per  acre  on  60.7  acres 


Ralph  Newman,  Bunkie 
35.6  tons  per  acre  on  39.5  acres 


Dr.  C.  A.  Lorio,  Lakeland 
29  tons  per  acre  on  90.2  acres 
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IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  16) 
Growers  are  reminded  to  watch  the 
topping  operation  carefully  when 
moving  from  one  variety  to  another 
as  well  as  when  moving  from  field 
to  field.  It  is  wise  to  spot  harvest 
now;  don't  start  at  one  place  in  the 
field  and  work  to  the  front  or  the 
back.  Harvest  the  varieties  which 
are  more  mature  even  if  it  means 
moving  equipment  around  more  than 
is  desired. 


UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  15) 
Jeanerette,  39.5  tons  per  acre  on  12.2 
acres. 

Group  (2)  Whitney  Viator,  New 
Iberia,  40.1  tons  per  acre  on  54.9 
acres. 

Group  (3)  Nicholas  Paul,  Frank- 
lin, 38.0  tons  per  acre  on  108.1  acres. 

Group  (4)  Nelson  J.  Hebert,  Jean- 
erette, 31.5  tons  per  acre  on  375.7 
acres. 

Group  (5)  South  Coast  Corp., 
Franklin,  25.2  tons  per  acre  on 
4,714.7  acres. 

District  III — Assumption,  Lafourche 

and  Terrebonne  Parishes 

(average  yield,  23.61  tons  per  acre) 

Group    (1)     Earlis  Adams,  Lock- 
port,  42.4  tons  per  acre  on  5.5  acres. 
Group  (2)    Donatien  Danos,  Race- 


land,  36.8  tons  per  acre  on  54.6  acres 
Group  (3)    Claude  M.  Landry,  Na 

poleonville,   35.56  tons  per  acre  oi 

110.4  acres. 

Group  (4)  Dennis  Thibodaux,  Na! 

poleonville,   32.55   tons  per  acre  oi 

258.1  acres. 
Group    (5)     Thibaut   Farms,   Na 

poleonville,   28.24  tons  per  acre  oi 
500.0  acres. 

District  IV — Ascension,  Iberville,  St 

Charles,  St.  James,  St.  John  and 

West  Baton  Rouge  Parishes 

(average  yield,  23.39  tons  per  acre) 

Group  (1)  Edmond  Landry,  Whit< 
Castle,  40.9  tons  per  acre  on  9.4  acres 

Group  (2)  Alvin  B.  Daigle,  Whiti 
Castle,  37.2  tons  per  acre  on  60.' 
acres. 

Group    (3)     Marie   M.    Guillot 
Sons,    White    Castle,    35.3   tons   pe 
acre  on  114.7  acres. 

Group  (4)  McManor  Plantation- 
Frank  Noel  &  Sons,  Donaldsonvilh 
34.1  tons  per  acre  on  330.1  acres. 

Group  (5)  F.  H.  Carruth,  Jr. 
Port   Allen,   36.1   tons   per  acre   oi 

589.2  acres. 

District  V — Pointe  Coupee,  Avoyelles 
Rapides,  St.  Landry  and  West 

Feliciana  Parishes 
(average  yield,  21.95  tons  per  acre) 

Group  (1)  Ralph  Newman,  Bun 
kie,  35.6  tons  per  acre  on  39.5  acres 


ca 


OF   QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.  &.  L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,  INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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Group  (2)  Dr.  C.  A.  Lorio,  Lake- 
land, 29.0  tons  per  acre  on  90.2  acres. 

Group  (3)  Carpenter  &  Jackson, 
Cheneyville,  27.3  tons  per  acre  on 
113.9  acres. 

Group  (4)  Major  Bros.  —  New 
Roads,  30.0  tons  per  acre  on  264.8 
acres. 

Group  (5)  NO  WINNER  (none 
20%  above  district  average) 


Coconut  Pralines 

St.  Martin 

1  lb.  white  granulated  sugar 

(2  freshly  grated  coconuts  (small  size) 

4  Tb.  water 

Put  sugar  and  water  in  saucepan 
and  let  boil,  until  soft  ball  stage,  take 
from  fire  and  add  freshly  grated  co- 
conut. Thoroughly  mix  and  return  to 
fire,  stirring  constantly,  letting  it 
boil  until  it  spins  a  thread.  Drop  by 
spoonfuls  on  well  buttered  dish,  an 
inch  in  thickness  and  three  or  four 
inches  in  diameter. 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter   M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 

839  Union  St.  New  Orleans,  La. 

Telephone   JA   2-1225 


Commercial  Members 

of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE 

LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO.,  OF 
LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA   NATIONAL   BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 
1101   Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,   La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

H.   B.   NAQUIN 

John   Deere   Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,  La. 

NATIONAL  SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 

P.  O.  Box  1250  New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &   HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 
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Model  541    FORD  TRACTOR   EQUIPPED  WITH 

M&L  DRAIN  CLEANER 


CONVERTS 

IN 

THIRTY 

MINUTES 

TO 
GENERAL 
PURPOSE 
TRACTOR 


No  More  Mules — No  More  Shovels 


Uses  All  Conventional  Implements 


-THE  CLEANER  - 

•  Opens  Or  Cleans  80  to  150  Acres  Of 

Drains  Per  Day  For  As  Little  As  One 
Cent  Per  Acre  For  Fuel. 

•  Tractor  Hydraulic  System  Assures  Level 

Trench. 

•16   Inch    Patented    Barras   Cutter   Head 
Distributes  Dirt— Leaves  Middle  Clean. 

•  Cuts  Both  Forward  And  Reverse. 

•  Handles  All  Soil  Types. 

•  Simple — Durable.    Completely  Enclosed 

Drive    With    Double    60    Chain    And 
Sprockets  In  Oil  Bath. 

•  Six  Months  Warranty. 

•  Economically  Priced.    Terms  To  Suit  The 

Buyer. 


-MODEL   541    FORD  TRACTOR - 

46  Horsepower.    Gas  -  Diesel  -  L.P.   Fuel 

Types. 
12   Forward — 3   Reverse  Gears.    Under 

V%  To  Over  22  Miles  Per  Hour. 

30  Inch  Clearance. 

Tread  Width  Adjustable— 40"  To  84". 

Famous  Ford  3-Point  Hitch. 

Positive  —  Automatic   Hydraulic   Control 

Of  Implements. 
Comfortable  —  Easy    To    Drive.     More 

Work  Done  Per  Day. 
Short  Turns  Easily  Made. 

.  It's  A  Ford Economical  Parts  And 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGU 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Proportionate  Shares 

As  this  issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin 
^oes  to  press,  word  is  received  from 
Washington  that  no  acreage  restric- 
tions (proportionate  shares)  will  be 
imposed  on  Louisiana  and  Florida, 
the  mainland  cane  area,  for  the  1962 
:rop. 

Wage  Rates  Increased 

Also  just  as  we  go  to  press  Wash- 
ngton  reports  that  the  new  1961-62 
wage  rate  determination  calls  for  an 
increase  of  5  cents  an  hour  in  all  cate- 
gories. The  new  rates  will  become  ef- 
ective  when  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  probably  on  November  2nd. 

We  will  print  the  full  determina- 
ion  in  the  next  issue  of  The  Sugar 
Bulletin. 

Horace  Wilkinson  III  Dies 

Horace  Wilkinson  III,  who  was  a 
aig  man  in  every  sense  of  the  word, 
iied  of  a  heart  attack  in  Baton  Rouge 
m  October  27th,  1961.  He  was  48 
years  old. 

Horace  was  a  dynamo.  He  was  al- 
ways on  the  go  attending  meetings 
and  talking  to  people.  He  was  about 
;o  make  a  speech  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Gamma  Sigma  Delta  agriculture  so- 
ciety at  L.S.U.  when  the  heart  attack 
struck  him.  He  died  a  few  hours  later 
in  a  Baton  Rouge  hospital. 

Death  is  a  very  final  thing  and 
Horace  is  gone  from  us  forever. 
Nothing,  however,  can  erase  the  rec- 
ord of  his  outstanding  accomplish- 
ments during  the  short  span  of  years 
allotted  to  him  on  this  earth.  He  was 
a  member  of  the  Executive  Commit- 
;ee  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League,  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange,  a  State 
Senator,  a  really  topflight  sugar  cane 
farmer,  and  certainly  one  of  our  ex- 


tra special  people.  He  was  a  rough 
and  tumble  fighter  and  a  gentleman ; 
a  tower  of  strength  in  his  support  of 
the  Louisiana  sugar  industry  in  Lou- 
isiana, in  Washington  and,  in  fact, 
anywhere  that  his  outstanding  abili- 
ties were  needed.  He  was  a  great  man 
to  have  on  your  side  in  an  emergency. 
Horace  Wilkinson  III  loved  people 
and  people  loved  him.  We,  along  with 
countless  others,  are  going  to  miss 
him  very  much. 

Sales  Of  Louisiana  Raws 

The  1961-62  Louisiana  Pricing  Pe- 
riod is  only  three  weeks  old  and  al- 
ready the  Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange 
has  reported  more  spot  sales  of  Lou- 
isiana raws  than  during  any  entire 
season  since  ceiling  prices  were  lifted 
after  World  War  II.  The  reason  for 
this  is  that  the  National  and  Colonial 
refineries,  which  in  previous  seasons 
have  contracted  for  all  the  produc- 
tion of  ten  Louisiana  mills  and  part 
of  the  production  of  four  other  Lou- 
isiana mills  at  season  average  prices, 
decided  this  year  not  to  buy  on  that 
basis. 

American,  Imperial,  and  Supreme, 
the  other  refiners  who  traditionally 
contract  for  Louisiana  raws  on  an 
average  price  basis,  have  continued 
as  usual  but  have  not  been  in  a  posi- 
tion to  take  up  much  of  the  slack  cre- 
ated by  the  change  in  policy  of  Na- 
tional and  Colonial.  This  has  made 
it  necessary  to  sell  sizeable  quanti- 
ties of  Louisiana  raws  on  the  "spot" 
market. 

Through  October  30th,  33,500  tons 
of  Louisiana  raws  have  been  sold  at 
a  spot  price.  National  has  been  the 
largest  buyer  in  the  spot  market  with 
17,000  tons  and  American  is  next 
with  12,000  tons.  Henderson  has  pur- 
(Continued  on  page  33) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 

by  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 


V 


Acreage  Control  Possible  On  The  1963 
Cane  Crop 


If  government  acreage  controls  are 
imposed  on  the  1963  cane  crop,  it 
will  be  to  the  advantage  of  all  regular 
and  long  time  Louisiana  and  Florida 
cane  growers  to  have  a  high  acreage 
history  in  1962.  The  1962  cane  acre- 
age on  each  farm  will  help  determine 
how  much  land  the  farm  can  have  in 
cane  in  1963  if  acreage  controls  are 
instituted. 

If  Congress  grants  an  adequate  in- 
crease in  the  mainland  cane  area's 
sugar  quota,  acreage  controls  on  cane 
will  not  be  necessary  in  1963.  How- 
ever, if  the  quota  increase  is  not 
forthcoming,  then  there  is  a  good  pos- 
sibility that  proportionate  shares  will 
be  imposed.  The  Congress  has  until 
the  present  Sugar  Act  expires  on 
June  30,  1962  to  make  some  decision 
on  sugar  quotas. 

Louisiana  and  Florida  comprise 
the  mainland  cane  area  and  share  the 
same  marketing  quota.  When  acre- 
age restrictions  are  imposed  on  the 
mainland  cane  area,  both  Florida  and 
Louisiana  cane  growers  share  in  the 
total  acreage  allowed  by  the  govern- 
ment. 

Florida  is  in  the  process  of  making 
a  huge  expansion  in  its  sugar  produc- 
tion. Several  new  mills  are  being 
constructed  and  many  new  growers 
are  going  into  the  cane  growing  busi- 
ness.   Out  of  State  capital  is  rapidly 


becoming  interested  in  the  Florid 
sugar  boom.  Reports  are  that  ther 
is  more  Florida  expansion  to  come 
The  full  effect  of  this  expansion  wi 
not  be  felt  for  several  years.  It 
interesting  to  note  that  Louisiana 
making  only  a  moderate  increase  i 
its  acreage. 

If  government  acreage  controls  ar 
not  imposed  on  the  1963  crop  and 
Congress  does  not  grant  the  tw 
States  a  larger  sugar  marketing  quo 
ta,  the  large  expansion  in  progress  ii 
Florida  will  cause  regular  and  lonj 
time  growers  to  suffer  a  larger  re 
duction  in  acreage  when  controls  ar 
instituted  at  a  later  time. 

Louisiana  cane  farmers  should  pro 
tect  their  historical  position  by  keep 
ing  the  1962  cane  acreage  as  high  ai 
possible.  This  can  be  done  by  keep 
ing  some  of  the  best  stubble  cam 
which  would  otherwise  be  plowed  ou 
following  harvest  this  fall.  This  cai 
be  done  on  most  farms  where  gras; 
has  not  been  a  problem  and  when 
Johnson  grass  is  in  good  control. 

In  any  event,  growers  can,  withou 
too  much  difficulty,  delay  plowing 
out  stubble  until  late  next  spring.  B} 
that  time  it  is  hoped  that  more  infor 
mation  will  be  available  regarding 
the  possibility  of  a  sugar  marketing 
quota  increase  for  the  mainland  sug 
arcane  area. 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Some  Like  It  High  —  Some  Like  It  Low 


Secretary  of  Agriculture  Orville 
reeman  and  his  able  Under  Secre- 
iry  Charles  Murphy  are  men  of  their 
ords — as  far  as  Louisiana  sugar 
roducers  are  concerned.  Apparent- 
7,  in  response  to  urging  by  members 
f  the  Louisiana  delegation  the  Agri- 
ulture  Department  not  only  effec- 
ively  halted  the  fall  of  raw  sugar 
rices,  but  boosted  the  price  more 
han  20  points  just  as  Louisiana's 
umper  crop  of  sugar  cane  goes  to 
larket. 

Several  weeks  ago  when  reliable 
adicators  showed  the  market  would 
leteriorate  during  Louisiana's  pric- 
ng  period  unless  the  Government 
ook  prompt  action,  Senator  Ellender 
.nd  Representative  Willis  conferred 
requently  and  earnestly  with  Agri- 
ulture  Department  officials  in  an  ef- 
ort  to  determine  which  of  several 
,ctions  available  to  the  Secretary 
night  most  effectively  bring  about 
,nd  maintain  prices  fair  to  the  do- 
nestic  industry. 

In  three  separate  moves  (1)  on 
September  1  when  the  Secretary  an- 
lounced  his  "intention"  of  making  a 
onservative  estimate  of  consumption 
or  1962 ;  and  (2)  on  October  13  when 
le  announced  a  reduction  of  30,000 
ons  in  the  1961  non-quota  sugar  pur- 
hase  allocation  for  Peru ;  and  (3)  on 
)ctober  23  he  announced  that  the 
llocations  of  non-quota  sugar  au- 
horized  for  purchase  in  1961  were 
educed  by  50,000  tons  from  India, 
>y  30,000  tons  from  Brazil  and  by 
!0,000  tons  from  Taiwan. 

The  first  two  moves  by   Messrs. 


Freeman  and  Murphy  to  bring  about 
a  fair  price  for  raw  sugar  more  in 
keeping  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Sugar  Act  did  not  greatly  surprise 
the  sugar  trade  because  some  action 
to  reduce  quotas  had  been  expected. 
Those  two  actions  did  very  materially 
strengthen  the  market  and  improve 
the  spot  price  of  raw  sugar,  but  not 
enough  to  achieve  the  purpose.  The 
third  and  latest  action  taken  by  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  officials  in 
conferring  with  the  Secretary  of 
State  came  as  a  severe  shock  to  most 
of  the  trade  which  had  erroneously 
assumed  that  Freeman  and  Murphy, 
like  some  of  their  predecessors,  would 
do  too  little  too  late.  This  sudden  and 
unexpecter  cutback  no  doubt  spoiled 
the  plans  of  some  buyers  who  had 
thought  to  fill  their  warehouses  with 
distressed  cargoes  after  the  price  had 
gone  to  pot.  Some  extremely  caustic 
and  bitter  remarks,  critical  of  the 
Department's  action  are  falling  on 
deaf  ears,  not  only  in  Louisiana,  but 
elsewhere  in  sugar  producing  areas 
where  growers  of  sugar  cane  and 
sugar  beets  were  fearful  that  the 
price  decline  would  reach  a  level  be- 
low their  cost  of  production. 

To  the  many  individuals  who  com- 
pose the  producing  segments  of  the 
domestic  sugar  industry  the  Govern- 
ment's action  in  their  behalf  was  cer- 
tainly most  welcome.  They  are  high- 
ly gratified  that  at  long  last  there  are 
top  officials  in  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  who  not  only  are  sym- 
( Continued  on  page  35) 
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NEMATODES  AND  NEMATOLOGY  RESEARCH 

ON  SUGARCANE  IN  LOUISIANA! 

by  Wray  Birchfield,  TJSDA  Nematologist 

Report  to  the  American  Society  of  Sugar  Cane  Technologists, 

Thibodaux,  La.,  June  1,  1961 


General  Characteristics   of 
Nematodes 

Nematodes  of  man  and  his  domes- 
tic animals  constitute  an  important 
phase  of  the  medical  and  veterinary 
professions  where  they  are  grouped 
in  the  category  of  parasitology.  Cer- 
tain human  parasites,  such  as  hook- 
worms, are  averaged  sized  nematodes 
with  a  soil  period  in  the  life  cycle. 
But  only  recently  plant  nematology, 
which  is  the  study  of  plant  diseases 
caused  by  nematodes,  became  recog- 
nized. Nematodes  are  a  form  of  ani- 
mal life  often  spoken  of  as  round- 
worms or  ellworms,  but  not  to  be 
confused  with  earthworms  or  tape- 
worms with  which  they  have  no  af- 
finities, nor  with  sodworms,  grub- 
worms,  cutworms,  etc.,  which  are 
larval  stages  of  insects.  Plant  para- 
sitic nematodes  are  small  (average 
about  1  mm  or  1/25  inch),  ellshaped 
or  snakelike  in  appearance  except  a 
few  species  which  are  swollen  in  the 
adult  stage.  Considering  these  or- 
ganisms as  a  group  they  are  plentiful 
in  nature,  perhaps  over  500,000  spe- 
cies, but  only  about  125  species  rep- 
resenting 25-30  genera  are  plant 
parasites  of  crop  plants  in  Louisiana. 
These  feed  on  the  roots  of  plants,  for 
the  most  part,  but  some  species  at- 
tack flowers,  foliage,  stems  and  bulbs 
of  certain  plants.  The  life  cycle  of 
plant  parasites  is  simple  and  direct; 
they  lay  eggs  which  hatch  into  lar- 
vae resembling  adults.  Larvae  go 
through  4  growth  periods  called 
molts  during  which  time  they  are 
generally  able  to  infect  their  host 
plants.  In  some  cases  10-12  genera- 
tions are  produced  per  year. 

They  cause  injury  to  plants  by  the 
mechanical  damage  they  inflict  with 
a  stiletto-like  mouthpart,  and  pro- 
viding avenues  of  entry  for  harmful 


fungi,  bacteria  and  viruses,  but  most 
important  by  toxins  or  poisons  se- 
creted into  plant  tissues  for  food  di- 
gestion.  In  several  cases  extreme 
swelling  and  cancerous  tissue  results, 
such  as,  rootknot  of  tomato. 

Nematode  parasites  of  sugarcane 

Some  of  the  first  work  in  plant 
nematology  before  the  turn  of  the 
century  was  done  on  harmful  nema- 
todes of  sugarcane.  Dr.  N.  A.  Cobb, 
Father  of  American  Nematology, 
was  active  in  this  phase  of  the  work 
followed  by  several  Hawaiian  work- 
ers up  to  the  present  time. 

1.  Burrowing  Nematode 
(Radopholus  similis) 

The  burrowing  nematode  has  been 
reported  as  a  severe  parasite  of  sug- 
arcane and  banana  in  the  Hawaiian 
and  Fiji  Islands.  It  was  first  found 
in  the  United  States  by  Dr.  R.  D. 
Rands  on  the  Godchaux  plantation 
at  Raceland,  Louisiana.  Since  that 
time  it  has  not  been  reported  from 
sugarcane  but  on  banana  and  other 
ornamental  plants  in  the  state.  This 
organism  has  considerable  potential 
as  a  plant  parasite  having  destroyed 
several  thousand  acres  of  citrus  in 
Florida  and  the  black  pepper  indus- 
try on  the  island  of  Banka  in  Indo- 
nesia. 

2.  Rootknot  (Meloidagyne  spp.) 
This  organism  characterized  by 
swelling  and  root  cancer  of  its  host 
plants  has  been  the  subject  of  con- 
tinued investigation  and  volumes  of 
literature  since  its  discovery  in  1855. 
The  genus  is  composed  of  several 
species  of  wide  host  range.  It  is  an 
important  parasite  of  sugarcane  in 
Louisiana  only  in  the  Cheneyville 
and  Bunkie  area  of  Rapides  and 
Avoyelles  Parishes  and  isolated  san- 
dier type  soils  in  the  sugarcane  area. 
Symptoms  on   sugarcane  are   short, 
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\  yellow  spots  in  the  field  with  small 
galls  or  knots  on  the  roots  of  in- 
fected plants.  Yields  are  drastically 
reduced. 

3.  Stunt  nematode 
(Tylenchorhynchus  spp.) 

There  are  at  least  3  known  species 
of  this  nematode  abundantly  associ- 
ated with  sugarcane  in  Louisiana. 
Research  has  shown  T.  martini  to 
deplete  and  stunt  the  roots  of  sugar- 
cane in  greenhouse  studies  and  at 
least  one  field  test  gave  a  significant 
response  to  soil  fumigation  where 
these  nematodes  were  present.  It  is 
often  found  associated  with  rootrot, 
poor  stands  and  low  yields.  These 
are  root  parasites  that  may  enter 
roots  and  become  internal  parasites 
or  feed  largely  from  the  outside. 
Other  species  have  been  reported 
causing  damage  to  tobacco  and  cotton 
and  increasing  Fusarium  wilt  on  cot- 
ton. 

4.  Meadow  or  Lesion  Nematode 
(Pratylenchus  spp.) 

At  least  two  species  of  Pratylen- 
chus are  found  on  sugarcane  in  Lou- 
isiana. These  are  complete  internal 
parasites  of  roots  where  they  feed, 
lay  eggs  and  raise  a  family  in  small 
discolored  lesions  on  the  young 
roots  of  sugarcane.  Greenhouse  tests 
showed  T.  Zeae  to  significantly  re- 
duce the  growth  of  sugarcane.  They 
are  scattered  throughout  the  sugar- 
cane area  but  only  in  certain  fields 
do  the  populations  appear  to  reach 
harmful  proportions.  These  nema- 
er  numbers  on  ratoon  stunted  cane 
todes  have  often  been  found  in  great- 
than  on  normal  cane.  Other  species 
of  this  organism  are  frequently  re- 
ported in  the  literature  as  disease 
producing  organisms  of  various  crop 
plants. 

5.  Reniform  nematode 
(Rotylenchulus  reniformis) 

The  reniform  nematode  has  recent- 
ly been  associated  with  severe  cotton 
failures  in  the  state  in  places  where 
sugarcane  is  included  in  the  rotation. 
The  exact  relation  of  this  organism 
to  sugarcane  has  not  been  deter- 
mined but  sugarcane  appears  to  be 


a  poor  host  since  only  a  few  males 
were  found  on  sugarcane  in  the  field. 
The  organism  has  not  built  up  pop- 
ulations on  sugarcane  in  the  green- 
house. This  organism  feeds  on  young 
roots  in  the  phloem  area  but  the  main 
nematode  body  stays  outside  the  root, 
surrounded  in  a  jellatinous  matrix 
in  which  the  eggs  are  produced.  Se- 
vere necrosis  of  root  tissue  surround- 
ing the  point  of  infection  takes  place. 

6.  Other  plant  parasitic  nematodes 

of  sugarcane. 
There  are  18-20  genera,  each  con-^ 
taining  several  species,  associated 
with  sugarcane  in  Louisiana.  Just 
how  important  the  bulk  of  these  plant 
parasites  to  other  crops  in  the  rota- 
tion is  not  known  at  present.  We 
know,  however,  that  they  are  obli- 
gate plant  parasites  that  derive  all 
their  food  from  the  living  plant  with- 
out furnishing  anything  in  return. 

(a)  the   lance   nematode    (Hoplolai- 

mus  tylenchiformis) 
This  is  a  relatively  large  nema- 
tode that  occurs  in  small  numbers 
throughout  the  sugarcane  area.  It 
feeds  some  distance  from  the  root- 
tips  and  often  on  roots  of  consider- 
able size.  Affected  roots  become 
slightly  swollen,  have  a  spongy  tex- 
ture and  turn  brown. 

(b)  Spiral   nematodes    (Helicotylen- 

chus  spp.) 
The  spiral  nematode  constitute  a 
group  of  closely  related  species.  Sev- 
eral species  are  found  throughout  the 
sugarcane  area  of  Louisiana.  They 
feed  with  a  long  stylet  from  without 
and  seldom  actually  invade  the  tis- 
sues. Their  importance  to  other  crop 
plants  is  significant  but  the  amount 
of  damage  to  sugarcane  is  not  known. 

(c)  Ring  nematodes  (Criconemoides 

spp.) 
This  is  an  ecto  parasite  found  in 
some  sugarcane  fields  in  small  num» 
bers.  It  is  not  considered  as  a  serious 
parasite  of  sugarcane. 

(d)  Stubby  root  nematodes  (Tricho- 

dorus  spp.) 
Not  a  great  deal  is  known  of  the 
life  history  and  habits  of  stubby  root 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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nematodes.  They  are  strictly  root 
feeders  and  cause  a  growth  stoppage 
of  root  tips  resulting  in  a  stubby  root 
system.  At  least  2  species  occur  in 
sugarcane  fields  of  Louisiana. 

(e)  Tylenchus,  Psilenchus,  Dorylai- 

mus  and  others. 
The  importance  of  these  less  prev- 
alent forms  are  not  known  and  little 
is  known  of  their  life  cycle. 

(f)  Sting  nematode  (Belonolaimus 

sp.) 
This  is  found  only  at  Grand  Isle, 
but  produced  severe  weight  losses  to 
sugarcane  in  greenhouse  tests. 

Nematology  Research  on  Sugarcane 

The  nematology  research  on  sugar- 
cane is  being  conducted  primarily  as 
cooperative  projects  with  the  De- 
partment of  Plant  Pathology  headed 
by  Dr.  S.  J.  P.  Chilton.  Research 
personnel  from  the  Plant  Pathology 
Department  active  in  this  work  in- 
clude Drs.  I.  L.  Forbes,  R.  J.  Steib, 
Louis  Anzalone,  and  Mike  Giamalva. 
Growers  active  in  this  work  include 
Mr.  John  Best  of  Port  Allen,  Mr. 
Gene  Graugnard  and  Mr.  Jim  Graug- 
nard  of  St.  James,  Louisiana.  Dr. 
J.  Pinkard  of  Shell  Chemical  has  also 
contributed  to  this  work.  The  re- 
search being  conducted  is  of  a  funda- 
mental and  applied  nature.  A  list  of 
the  projects  appears  below  with  a 
short  summary  of  each. 

1.  Effects  of  methyl  bromide  on  ra- 

toon-stunting  disease  of  sugar- 
cane. 
Plant  nematode  populations  re- 
established rapidly  in  methyl-bro- 
mated  plots  and  after  May  until  Oc- 
tober differences  between  treated  and 
nontreated  soil  and  increased  the 
nificant.  RSD  cane  grown  in  methyl- 
bromated  soil  gave  stand  counts  com- 
parable to  healthy  cane  grown  in 
nontreated  were  not  considered  sig- 
yields  over  nontreated  RSD  cane. 
The  experiment  was  retained  for  a 
second  year  stubble  and  repeated  in 
another  field. 

2.  Nematode  transmission  studies  of 

RSD  and  Mosaic. 
(a)  RSD  virus — The  sting  nema- 
tode,  Belonolaimus   longicaudatus , 
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and  the  ring  nematode,  Criconemo- 
ides  sp.,  were  employed.  Four 
transmissions  took  place  where 
nematodes  were  involved.  One  ap- 
parent transmission  was  found 
where  nematodes  were  not  placed 
and  4  more  where  only  healthy 
cane  was  planted  in  steam-treated 
soil.  No  transmission  was  observed 
in  nontreated  field  soil  and  methyl 
bromated  soil.  Seed  from  all  treat- 
ments are  being  maintained  in  the 
greenhouse  in  steam-sterilized  soil, 
(b)  Mosaic  virus — After  a  year 
final  examination  was  made,  green- 
weights  recorded  and  this  experi- 
ment terminated.  Three  transmis- 
sions were  made  where  the  sting 
nematode  was  involved.  However, 
two  transmissions  occurred  under 
the  same  conditions  without  nema- 
todes suggesting  insect  contamina- 
tion. Greenweights  and  appear- 
ance of  sugarcane  grown  in  the 
presence  of  the  sting  nematode 
showed  severe  damage  due  to  the 
parasite. 

3.  Catenaria  vermicola — A  nematode 

parasite  in  sugarcane  soil. 
This  fungus,  which  attacks  and 
kills  nematodes  in  sugarcane  soil, 
was  named  and  described  with  ob- 
servations on  its  pathogenicity, 
host  parasite  relation,  and  life  cy- 
cle. Growth  studies  on  tempera- 
ture, Ph  requirements,  carbon,  ni- 
trogen and  vitamin  requirements 
are  being  made  on  the  fungus.  Ef- 
forts to  successfully  carry  the  fun- 
gus to  the  field  in  filter  press  or 
other  substrates  are  being  made 

4.  Nematode  control  experiments  in 

the  field. 

(a)  A  field  experiment  in  co- 
operation with  Mr.  John  Best  of 
Port  Allen,  Louisiana  involved  the 
use  of  emulsifiable  nemagon  placed 
on  sugarcane  at  the  time  of  plant- 
ing at  %,  y%  and  2  gallon  rates  per 
acre.  Approximately  8  acres  were 
involved  with  the  experiment.  Ger- 
mination and  early  stands  do  not 
appear  to  be  affected  by  any  of 
the  treatments. 

(b)  A  field  experiment  in  coop- 
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Carpenter  &  Jackson,  Cheney ville,  27.3  tons  per  acre  on   113.9  acres 


eration  with  Mr.  Eugene  and  Mr. 
Jim  Graugnard  of  St.  James,  Lou- 
isiana was  established  with  a  new 
material  called  aqueline,  introduced 
by  Dr.  J.  Pinkard  of  Shell  Chemi- 
cal Company.  The  material  was 
placed  in  furrow  irregation  water 
as  a  preliminary  trial.  This  ma- 
terial has  nematicidal,  fungicidal 
and  herbicidal  action.  No  damage 
to  the  sugarcane  has  been  observed 
at  the  5  gallons  per  acre  rate. 

Varietal  tests  of  sugarcane  for 
resistance  to  nematodes. 
Four  leading  varieties  of  sugar- 
cane are  being  tested  for  their  re- 
sistance to  population  increase  of 
5  plant  parasitic  nematode  species 
found   in   the   sugarcane    area    of 


Louisiana.  This  experiment  has 
only  recently  been  established  in 
clay  pots  under  glass. 

UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  27) 
chased  3,000  tons  and  Colonial  1,500 
tons. 

Sugarcane  Short  Course 

A  Sugarcane  Short  Course  will  be 
offered  during  the  week  of  January 
15-20,  1962  at  Pleasant  Hall,  L.S.U. 

The  offering  of  this  short  course 
comes  as  a  result  of  requests  from 
the  League  and  with  the  advice  and 
approval  of  Dean  Efferson  and  Ex- 
tension Administration.  It  is  being 
offered  primarily  for  growers,  man- 
agers and  overseers,  but  is  open  to 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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any  one  interested  in  learning  more 
about  the  many  technical  practices 
required  in  producing  a  sugarcane 
crop. 

Housing  accommodations  will  be 
available.  Meals  can  be  taken  at  reg- 
ular times  at  one  of  the  University 
Cafeterias  at  reasonable  costs. 

A  registration  fee  of  $5.00  should 
accompany  the  registration  applica- 
tion. This  fee  will  cover  supplies  and 
the  banquet  costs  which  will  termi- 
nate the  short  course. 

The  courses  offered  are  as  follows : 

1.  Explanation  of  Experimental 
Procedures — Dr.  M.  T.  Henderson — 
This  phase  will  include  the  use  of  rep- 
lications, soil  and  natural  variability 
between  fields,  observation  vs.  exper- 
imental results,  randomizing  and  ex- 
planation of  such  terms  as  signifi- 
cant difference,  correlation  coeffici- 
ent, mean,  etc. 

2.  Land  Preparation  and  Drain- 
age— Mr.  /.  L.  Saveson — This  phase 
will  include  fallow  plowing,  crown- 
ing, turtle-backing  or  land  leveling, 
proper  row  and  drain  spacing,  drain 
maintenance,  etc. 

3.  Planting  Sugar  Cane — Dr.  T.  J. 
Staff ordr— This  phase  will  include  va- 
riety recommendations  with  empha- 
sis on  varietal  characteristics,  factors 
affecting  germination,  seed  plot  cul- 
ture and  planting,  land  preparation, 
cutting  and  handling  seed,  seed  piece 
placement,  date  of  planting,  depth  of 
covering,  cultipacking,  etc. 

4.  Cultivation — Mr.  E.  C.  Simon — 
This  phase  will  include  all  aspects  of 
cane  cultivation  such  as  shaving,  off- 
barring,  depth  and  number  of  culti- 
vations, root  pruning,  laying-by,  etc. 

5.  Fertilization — Dr.  Laron  Gol- 
den— This  phase  will  include  the 
"why's"  of  N  P  &  K,  liquid  vs.  solids, 
placement,  sources,  radioactive  fer- 
tilizers, etc. 

6.  Soil  Testing,  Organic  Matter 
and  Lime — Dr.  W.  J.  Peevy — This 
phase  will  include  view  points  on  im- 
portance of  organic  matter,  how  to 
test  soils,  how  to  interpret  soil  tests, 
lime,  etc. 

7.  Weed  Control-Mr.  E.  R.  Stam- 


per— This  phase  is  to  include  history 
of  chemicals  used  as  herbicides, 
weeds  and  grasses,  recommendations, 
equipment  and  application  of  herbi- 
cides, etc. 

8.  Insect  Control — Dr.  W.  H.  Long 
— This  phase  to  include  the  sugar 
cane  borer,  its  damage,  biology 
and  control  recommendations;  insect 
transmission  of  sugar  cane  mosaic; 
minor  insect  pests,  problems  created 
by  insecticide  use,  etc. 

9.  Disease  Control — Dr.  R.  J.  Steib 
— This  phase  will  include  the  cause, 
history,  symptoms,  disease  cycle  and 
importance  of  mosaic  and  raltoon 
stunting  diseases  as  well  as  some  of 
the  other  diseases  such  as  red  rot, 
root  rot,  chlorotic  streak,  etc. 

10.  Cane  Quality — Dr.  A.  G.  Kel- 
ler— This  phase  will  include  explana- 
tion of  sucrose,  purity,  trash,  the 
variability  of  samples,  methods  of 
sampling,  inversion,  losses  caused  by 
trash,  mud,  etc. 

11.  Harvesting  —  Dr.  Denver  T. 
Loupe — This  phase  to  include  discus- 
sion on  cane  maturity,  cold  tolerance 
and  susceptibility,  freeze  damage, 
proper  supervision  of  the  harvesting 
operation,  etc. 

12.  Machinery  Maintenance  and 
Safety — Mr.  Mansel  Mayeux — This 
phase  to  include  the  A,  B,  C/s  of 
farm  power,  an  intelligent  mainte- 
nance program,  corrosion  control  on 
the  farm,  etc. 

13.  The  Importance  of  Cost — Dr. 
Joe  Campbell  —  This  phase  will  in- 
clude an  itemization  of  costs  involved 
in  producing  an  acre  of  cane  and  an 
educational  program  for  labor  on 
cost  of  tools,  implements,  tires,  chain 
slings,  insecticides,  herbicides,  trac- 
tors, etc. 

14.  Sugar  Cane  Breeding — Dr.  S. 
J.  P.  Chilton — This  phase  to  include 
history  of  sugar  cane  breeding  and 
the  development  of  varieties,  etc. 

The  short  course  will  conclude  with 
a  banquet  on  Friday  night,  January 
19th.  A  guest  speaker  will  be  select- 
ed to  talk  on  human  relations.  Also, 
certificates  signifying  completion  of 
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the  course  will  be  presented  those  in 
attendance. 

Room  Rates  (Per  Day) 

for 

ADULT  EDUCATION  CENTER 

Rooms  with  bath  and  telephone: 
a.  Single — $6.00  per  person,  b.  Double 
— $4.00  per  person  or  $8.00,  c.  Triple 
—$3.25  per  person  or  $9.75. 

Rooms  with  bath  only :  a.  Single — 
$5.50  per  person,  b.  Double — $3.75 
per  person  or  $7.50,  c.  Triple— $3.00 
per  person  or  $9.00. 

Rooms  without  bath:  a.  Single — 
$3.25  per  person,  b.  Double — $2.75 
per  person  or  $5.50,  c.  Triple— $2.50 
per  person  or  $7.50. 

IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  29) 

pathetic  to  the  present  day  problems 
confronting  cane  and  beet  farmers, 
but  also  have  the  intestinal  fortitude 
to  help  those  farmers  when  the  going 
gets  tough. 

On  the  other  side  of  the  issue  are 
the  few  critics  who  had  hoped  to 
profit  at  the  farmers'  expense.  They 
have  no  one  to  blame  for  their  dis- 
appointment but  themselves.  When 
the  sugar  which  the  Department  re- 
moved from  the  market  was  available 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter  M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


they  were  not  willing  to  pay  a  reason- 
able price  for  it. 

o 

Fudge  Pie 

Mrs.  John  West  Best 
Margaret  Plantation 
li/>  c.  sugar,  3  Tb.  cocoa,  3  Tb  flour, 
3  Tb.  butter. 

Stir.  Add  3  yolks,  don't  beat,  just 
stir.  Add  %  c.  milk  and  1  tsp.  vanilla. 
Mix  lightly.  Put  in  unbaked  shell. 
Cook  40  minutes  at  350°. 


TECHNICAL  DIRECTOR 

It  is  necessary  to  provide  the  post  of 
Technical  Director  in  the  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station  of  Tucuman  (Re- 
publica  Argentina). 

The  candidate  must  be  a  graduated 
university  man,  specialized  in  the  im- 
provement of  sugar  cane  and  with  knowl- 
edges about  manufacturing  and  eco- 
nomical problems  of  Sugar  Industry. 

He  must  have  experience  in  organiza- 
tion and  handling  of  experiment  sta- 
tions. Preferably  with  knowledge  of  the 
Spanish  Language. 

We  offer  contract  for  two  years  as 
a  minimum,  salary  according  to  the 
antecedents  of  the  candidate.  Proper 
house  and  annual  vacations  are  pro- 
vided. According  to  the  actual  cost  of 
life  in  Argentina,  a  technician  with  his 
family  (wife  and  two  children),  can 
maintain  a  level  of  life  suitable  with 
his  social  position,  with  the  equivalent 
of  350  dollars  a  month. 

Write  giving  full  antecedents  and 
pretended  salary  to:  Estacion  Experi- 
mental Agricola,  Casilla  de  Correo  71, 
S.  M.  de  Tucuman,  Republica  Argen- 
tina,   (Sud  America). 


(?ane  nHaswei* 

\^_ ^  THE  MARK      L— JM— J     OF  QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.   &.   L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC, 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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STATEMENT  OF  THE  OWNERSHIP,  MAN- 
AGEMENT. CIRCULATION,  ETC.,  REQUIRED 
BY  THE  ACTS  OF  CONGRESS  OF  AUGUST 
24,  1912,  AS  AMENDED  BY  THE  ACTS  OF 
MARCH   S,   1933,  AND  JULY   2,   1946 

(Title  39,  United  States  Code,  Section  233) 

Of  The  Sugar  Bulletin,  published  semi-monthly 
at  New  Orleans,  La.,  for  October  1,  1960,  State 
of  Louisiana,  Parish  of  Orleans. 

Before  me,  a  Notary  Public  In  and  for  the 
State  and  parish  aforesaid,  personally  appeared 
Gilbert  J.  Durbin,  who,  having  been  duly  sworn 
the  Editor  of  the  Sugar  Bulletin  and  that  the  fol- 
lowing is,  to  the  best  of  his  knowledge  and  belief, 
a  true  statement  of  the  ownership,  management, 
etc.,  of  the  aforesaid  publication  for  the  date 
shown  in  the  above  caption,  required  by  the  Act 
of  August  24,  1912,  as  amended  by  the  Acts  of 
March  3,  1933,  and  July  2,  1946,  embodied  in 
section  537,  Postal  Laws  and  Regulations,  printed 
on  the  reverse  of  this  form,  to  wit. 

1.  That  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  pub- 
lisher, editor,  managing  editor,  and  business 
managers  are:  Publisher,  The  American  Sugar 
Cane  League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  Inc.,  Ntew  Orleans, 
La. ;  Editor,  Gilbert  J.  Durbin,  New  Orleans,  La. ; 
Managing  Editor,  Andrew  W.  Dykers;  Business 
Manager,  none. 

2.  That  the  owner  is  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  of  the  U.  S.  A.,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La. ; 
T.  M.  Barker,  Lockport,  La.,  President;  Ed. 
Schexnayder,  White  Castle,  La.,  Vice  President; 
J.  J.  Shaffer,  Hounia,  La.,  Secretary;  F.  Evans 
Far  well.  New  Orleans,  La.  Treasurer. 

3.  That  the  known  bondholders,  mortgagees, 
and  other  security  holders  owning  or  holding  1 
percent  or  more  of  total  amount  of  bonds,  mort- 
gages, or  other  securities  are  none. 

4.  The  average  number  of  copies  of  each  issue 
of  this  publication  sold  or  distributed,  through 
the  mails  or  otherwise,  to  paid  subscribers  during 
the  12  months  preceding  the  date  shown  above 
was:  (This  information  is  required  by  the  act  of 
June  11,  1960  to  be  included  in  all  statements 
regardless  of  frequency  of  issue.)   5,000. 

GILBERT  J.  DURBIN, 

Editor. 

Sworn  to  and  subscribed  before  me  this  3rd 
day  of  October,  1961. 


(Seal) 


BRITTMAR  P.  LANDRY, 
Notary  Public. 

(My  commission  expires  at  death.) 


"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,   La. 


Telephone   JA    2-1225 


Commercial  Members 
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AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE 

LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 

LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL   BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

H.   B.   NAQUIN 

John   Deere   Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,  La. 

NATIONAL  SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 

P.  O.  Box  1250  New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &   HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY   NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Wage  Rates 

Beginning  on  page  42  of  this  issue 
we  are  printing  the  new  1961  field 
wage  rate  determination  which  calls 
for  an  increase  of  5  cents  in  the  hour- 
ly wage  rates  of  all  field  workers. 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
opposed  any  wage  increases  this  year 
because  it  was  honestly  felt  that  the 
industry  could  not  afford  the  added 
expense.  The  people  in  Washington 
apparently  felt  differently. 

Proportionate  Shares 

It  will  be  recalled  that  as  we  went 
to  press  with  our  last  issue,  word  was 
received  from  Washington  that  no 
acreage  restrictions  will  be  imposed 
on  the  1962  cane  crop  in  Louisiana 
and  Florida,  the  Mainland  Sugar 
Cane  Area.  The  official  Determina- 
tion of  Proportionate  Shares  was 
signed  by  Acting  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture Charles  S.  Murphy  in  Wash- 
ington on  October  30th. 

Because  there  are  no  acreage  re- 
strictions, we  will  not  print  the  De- 
termination. We  feel,  however,  that 
the  "Statement  of  Bases  and  Consid- 
erations'' explaining  the  Determina- 
tion should  be  read  by  every  cane 
farmer.   It  is  as  follows : 

Sugar  Act  Requirements.  As  a  con- 
dition for  payment  to  producers,  sec- 
tion 301(b)  of  the  act  provides  that 
there  shall  not  have  been  marketed 
(or  processed),  except  for  livestock 
feed  or  for  the  production  of  live- 
stock feed,  an  amount  of  sugarcane 


grown  on  the  farm  and  used  for  the 
production  of  sugar  or  liquid  sugar 
in  excess  of  the  proportionate  share 
for  the  farm,  as  determined  by  the 
Secretary  pursuant  to  section  302  of 
the  act. 

Section  302(a)  of  the  act  provides 
that  the  amount  of  sugar  with  re- 
spect to  which  payment  may  be  made 
shall  be  the  amount  of  sugar  commer- 
cially recoverable  from  the  sugarcane 
grown  on  the  farm  and  marketed  (or 
processed  by  the  producer)  for  sugar 
or  liquid  sugar  not  in  excess  of  the 
proportionate  share  for  the  farm. 

Section  302(b)  provides  that  in 
determining  the  proportionate  share 
for  the  farm,  the  Secretary  may  take 
into  consideration  the  past  produc- 
tion on  the  farm  of  sugarcane  mar- 
keted (or  processed)  within  the  pro- 
partionate  share  for  the  extraction 
of  sugar  or  liquid  sugar  and  the  abili- 
ty to  produce  such  sugarcane,  and 
that  the  Secretary  shall,  insofar  as 
practicable,  protect  the  interests  of 
new  producers  and  small  producers, 
and  the  interests  of  producers  who 
are  cash  tenants,  share  tenants,  or 
sharecroppers,  and  of  producers  in 
any  local  producing  area  whose  past 
production  has  been  adversely,  seri- 
ously and  generally  affected  by 
drought,  flood,  storm,  freeze,  disease, 
insects,  or  other  similar  abnormal 
and  uncontrollable  conditions. 

General.    Pursuant  to  the  forego- 
ing provisions  of  the  act,  proportion- 
continued  on  page  44) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 

by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Dr.  Ernest  V.  Abbott,  Principal 
Pathologist  and  Superintendent  of 
the  U.  S.  D.  A.  Houma  Sugar  Station, 
is  again  in  world  sugar  news.  Dr. 
Abbott,  together  with  two  other  out- 
standing world  authorities  on  sugar 
cane  pathology,  Mr.  J.  P.  Martin, 
Principal  Pathologist  of  the  Hawai- 
ian Sugar  Planters'  Association,  and 
Mr.  C.  G.  Hughes,  Senior  Pathologist 
of  the  Bureau  of  Sugar  Experiment 
Stations  in  Australia,  have  just  com- 
pleted the  editing  of  the  first  volume 
of  a  much  needed  book  entitled  Sugar 

Cane  Diseases  of  the  World. 

The  book  deals  with  the  structure 
of  the  sugar  cane  plant  and  with 
twenty-one  diseases  which  attack  the 
plant  in  different  parts  of  the  world. 
A  Spanish  summary  following  each 
chapter  is  a  special  feature  of  the 
book.  In  addition  to  being  of  great 
help  to  other  pathologists,  this  vol- 
ume will  be  very  valuable  to  cane 
growers  and  scientific  institutions 
all  over  the  world.  The  book  is  pub- 
lished under  the  auspices  of  the  Inter- 
national Society  of  Sugar-Cane  Tech- 
nologists. It  is  being  distributed  in 
the  U.  S.  A.  by  D.  Van  Nostrand 
Company,  Inc.,  24  West  40th  Street, 
New  York  18,  N.  Y.  The  first  volume 
contains  526  pages,  22  four  -  color 
plates,  8  tables,  and  145  illustrations. 


Dr.  Ernest  V.  Abbott 


Volume  No.  2  is  now  being  written 
and  will  be  published  as  soon  as  posJ 
sible.  It  will  deal  with  other  sugar 
cane  diseases.  When  completed  this 
work  will  fill  a  gap  long  needed,  ac- 
cording to  sugar  cane  pathologists  all 
over  the  world. 

Most  Louisiana  cane  growers  know 
Dr.  Abbott  as  the  distinguished  look- 
ing government  man  who  walks  the 
fields  and  has  the  answers.  He  has 
worked  for  the  industry  for  30  years. 
Most  Louisiana  growers  have  seen 
him  either  in  the  field  or  have  heard 
him  speak  at  the  many  Field  Day  and 
other  meetings  he  attends  each  year. 

Dr.  Abbott's  first  work  in  Louisi- 
ana was  in  Baton  Rouge  where  he 
worked  with  the  L.  S.  U.  Experiment 
Station.  After  a  year  there  he  was 
assigned  a  job  in  Peru.  He  spent 
three  and  one  half  years  there  work- 
ing with  cane  and  cotton  growers  of 
Peru.  From  this  stay,  and  from  his 
many  visits  into  other  Spanish  speak- 
ing countries  since  that  time,  he  has 
mastered  the  Spanish  language.  Dr. 
Abbott  came  back  to  Louisiana  in 
1930  to  be  assigned  to  the  U.  S.  D.  A. 
Houma  Station  where  he  now  serves 
as  Superintendent. 

The  Terrebonne  Press,  Houma,  La.,, 
featured  Dr.  Abbott's  work  on  Octo- 
ber 31  this  year  and  labeled  his  pic- 
ture "Personality  of  the  week." 

Dr.  Abbott  has  been  a  true  friend 
of  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry.  He 
has  contributed  much  to  the  indus- 
try's "road  back"  since  its  near  fall 
in  1926. 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


What  Would  Solomon  Do? 

"Never  in  the  27-year  history  of 
the  Sugar  Act  have  the  problems  of 
evising  the  law  had  ramifications 
so  far-reaching — extending  as  they 
do  literally  around  the  world.  Never 
before  has  the  task  of  solving  those 
problems  been  so  complicated."  Those 
words  were  spoken  by  Robert  H. 
Shields,  President  of  the  U.  S.  Beet 
Sugar  Association  in  an  address  de- 
livered at  the  Western  Sugar  Beet 
Growers  Association's  annual  meet- 
ing at  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota, 
November  9.  Mr.  Shields  did  not  ex- 
aggerate.   He  is  so  right. 

The  Sugar  Act  expires  June  30, 
1962  and  Congress  is  faced  with  the 
difficult  task  of  enacting  a  continu- 
ing Sugar  law  reconciling  production 
ideas  of  cane  and  beet  growers  and 
the  respective  claims  of  individual 
foreign  nations,  all  of  which  want  a 
larger  share  of  the  U.  S.  market. 

Sugar  is  one  of  the  few  commodi- 
ties of  which  the  United  States  limits 
its  own  production  expressly  to  let 
in  imports.  Both  beet  and  cane  sugar 
areas  have  greatly  increased  their 
production  during  the  past  two  years 
when  quota  limitations  were  relaxed 
when  we  severed  our  diplomatic  re- 
lations with  Cuba.  The  Sugar  Act, 
instead  of  being  a  pieee  of  domestic 
agricultural  legislation,  has  become 
a  major  factor  in  determining  the 
foreign  policy  of  the  United  States. 
Therefore,  its  extension  with  appro- 
priate amendments  is  of  considerable 
concern  to  the  Secretary  of  State  as 
well  as  to  the  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture.   When  the  United  States  shut 


off  imports  of  more  than  3,000,000 
tons  of  Cuban  sugar  and  apportioned 
it  to  the  approximately  15  countries 
already  supplying  a  part  of  the  U.  S. 
market  and  to  several  newcomers  who 
had  their  first  taste  of  the  U.  S.  "sug- 
ar pie",  Pandora's  box  was  opened 
wide.  Those  newcomers,  all  of  the 
old-timers  and  all  of.  the  other  so- 
called  friendly  nations  throughout 
the  world  are  headed  toward  Wash- 
ington, each  determined  to  get  a 
larger  share  of  the  U.  S.  "sugar  pie". 

It  has  been  suggested  time  and  time 
again  that  the  domestic  sugar  indus- 
try meet,  resolve  its  differences  of 
opinion  and  agree  on  the  provisions 
of  a  new  Sugar  Bill,  but  after  a  year 
of  fruitless  effort  domestic  industry 
representatives  apparently  can't  even 
agree  on  a  date  for  such  a  meeting. 

We  wonder  how  wise  King  Solo- 
mon would  have  solved  this  intricate 
problem? 

Beet  Grower  Representative 
Retires 

E.  W.  Rising,  Washington  repre- 
sentative of  the  Western  Sugar  Beet 
Growers  Association,  has  retired.  His 
wise  counsel  and  his  close  personal 
friendship  with  many  outstanding 
Washington  political  figures  were  of 
tremendous  value  to  the  entire  do- 
mestic sugar  industry  as  well  as  the 
beet  growers  he  so  faithfully  and 
effectively  represented  throughout 
the  years. 

Several  months  ago  Mr.  Rising 
suffered  a  severe  fall  from  which  he 
never  completely  recovered.  Multi- 
tudes of  friends  in  the  sugar  industry 
(Continued  on  page  47) 
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1961  WAGE  RATE  DETERMINATION 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec-  Per 

tion  301(c)(1)   of  the  Sugar  Act  of  p     .    f.         Ar  ..    #.           .        "fate 

1948,  as  amended,  (herein  referred  to  ^ractol^drivts      .        "  W°         $    "5 

as    "act"),    after    investigation,    and  All  other  production  and Hcultiva- 

consideration  of  the  evidence  obtained  tion  workers 60 

at  the  public  hearing  held  in  Thibo-  (ii)    Workers  between  1U  and  16 

daux,  Louisiana,  on  August  2,  1961,  years   0f  age   when   emploijed   on  a 

the  following  determination  is  here-  time  basis.    For  workers  between  14 

by  issued :  and  16  years  of  age,  the  wage  rate 

§  864.8  Fair  and  reasonable  wage  per  hour   (maximum  employment  is 

rates  for  persons  employed  in  the  pro-  8   hours  per  day  for  such  workers 

duction,  cultivation,  or  harvesting  of  without   deduction   from   Sugar   Act 

sugarcane  in  Louisiana,    (a)  Require-  payments  to  the  producer)    shall  be 

ments.    A  producer  of  sugarcane  in  not  less  than  three-fourths  of  the  ap- 

Louisiana   shall  be  deemed  to  have  plicable  hourly  wage  rates  for  adults 

complied  with  the  wage  provisions  of  provided  under  subdivision  (i)  of  this 

the  act  if  all  persons  employed  on  the  subparagraph. 

farm  in  production,  cultivation,  or  (iii)  Other  piecework  rates.  For 
harvesting  work  shall  have  been  paid  any  piecework  performed  on  a  unit  ba- 
in accordance  with  the  following :  sis  for  which  a  rate  is  not  specified  in 

(1)  Wage  Rates.  All  such  persons  subdivision  (i)  of  this  subparagraph, 
shall  have  been  paid  in  full  for  all  the  rate  shall  be  as  agreed  upon  be- 
such  work  and  shall  have  been  paid  tween  the  producer  and  worker :  Pro- 
wages  in  cash  therefor  at  rates  as  ?«***  That  the  hourly  rate  of  earn- 
agreed  upon  between  the  producer  in^s  of  eadi  worker  employed  on 
and  the  worker,  but  not  less  than  the  Piecework  during  each  pay  period 
following*  (such  pay  period  not  to  be  in  excess 
_  "         ,                                 .of  two  weeks),  shall  average  for  the 

(i)   For  work  performed  on  a  time  time  worked  at  piecework  rates  dur- 

or  piecework  basis:  jng  sucfo  pay  peri0d  not  less  than  the 

Cla»»  of  Worker  or  Operation  applicable  hourly  rate  prescribed  in 

I*ate  subdivisions  (i)  and  (ii)  of  this  sub- 

Harvest  Work                                                Hour  Paragraph. 

Cutters,   toppers,   strippers,   and  (2)   Compensable    working    time. 

scrappers  behind  loaders $  .70  For  work  performed  under  subpara- 

Loaders,  spotters    ropemen,  grab-  graph    (1)    of    this    paragraph,    COm- 

cX^l^ratS,  pilersV  and     M  liable  working   time   includes   all 

hoist  operators 70  time  which  the  worker  spends  in  the 

Tractor  drivers,  truck  drivers,  and  performance  of  his  duties  except  time 

harvester    bottom    blade    opera-       ^  taken  out  for  meais  during  the  work 

(^Mta7"^^i5S""k2^  d*y-  Compensable  working  time  com- 
or  harvesting  equipment 85  mences  at  the  time  the  worker  is  re- 
All  other  harvesting  workers 65  quired  to  start  work  and  ends  upon 

Rate  completion  of  work  in  the  field.  How- 
Per  Ton  ever,  if  the  producer  requires  the  op- 
Cutting  top  and  bottom:  erator     of     mechanical     equipment, 

Large  barrel  varieties  ]  $1.10  driver  of  animals,  or  any  other  class 

_Small  barrel  varieties  ^  1.30  Qf  ^^  tQ  ^^  ^  &  ^^  other 

1  Large  barrel  varieties:  Co.  290;  C.P.  than  the  field,  such  as  an  assembly 
29/103;  C.P.  29/116;  C.P.  32/243;  C.P.  36/  point  or  a  tractor  shed,   located  on 

?*iAb&}c*^m^i^iffiy  the  farm> the  time  spent  in  transit 

47/i9434;C°p:  ^O^'wm/m'  from  such  place  to  the  field  and  from 

2  Small  barrel  varieties:    All  other.  the  field  to  such  place  IS  compensable 
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working  time.  Any  time  spent  in  per- 
forming work  directly  related  to  the 
principal  work  performed  by  the 
worker,  such  as  servicing  equipment, 
is  compensable  working  time.  Time 
of  the  worker  while  being  transport- 
ed from  a  central  recruiting  point  or 
labor  camp  to  an  assembly  point  lo- 
cated on  the  farm,  or  from  a  central 
recruiting  point  to  the  field,  is  not 
compensable  working  time. 

(3)  Equipment  necessary  to  per- 
form work  assignment.  The  producer 
shall  furnish  without  cost  to  the 
worker  any  equipment  required  in 
the  performance  of  any  work  assign- 
ment. However,  the  worker  may  be 
charged  for  the  cost  of  such  equip- 
ment in  the  event  of  its  loss  or  de- 
struction through  negligence  of  the 
worker.  Equipment  includes,  but  is 
not  limited  to  hand  and  mechanical 
tools  and  special  wearing  apparel, 
such  as  boots  and  raincoats,  required 
to  discharge  the  work  assignment. 

(b)  Workers  not  covered.  The  re- 
quirements of  this  section  are  not  ap- 
plicable to  workers  performing  serv- 
ices which  are  indirectly  connected 
with  the  production,  cultivation,  or 
harvesting  of  sugarcane,  including 
but  not  limited  to  mechanics,  welders, 
and  other  maintenance  workers  and 
repairmen. 

(c)  Proof  of  compliance.  The  pro- 
ducer shall  furnish,  upon  request,  to 
the  appropriate  Agricultural  Stabili- 
zation and  Conservation  County  Com- 
mittee acceptable  and  adequate  proof 
which  satisfies  the  Committee  that  all 
workers  have  been  paid  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  of  this  section. 

(d)  Subterfuge.  The  producer  shall 
not  reduce  the  wage  rates  to  workers 
below  those  determined  in  accordance 
with  the  requirements  in  this  section 
through  any  subterfuge  or  device 
whatsoever. 

(e)  Claim  for  unpaid  wages.  Any 
person  who  believes  he  has  not  been 
paid  in  accordance  with  this  section 
may  file  a  wage  claim  with  the  lo- 
:al  County  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Committee  against 
the  producer  on  whose  farm  the  work 
was  performed.  Detailed  instructions 


and  wage  claim  forms  are  available 
at  that  office.  Such  claim  must  be 
filed  within  two  years  from  the  date 
the  work  with  respect  to  which  the 
claim  is  made  was  performed.  De- 
tailed instructions  and  wage  claim 
forms  are  available  at  the  local  Coun- 
ty ASCS  office.  Upon  receipt  of  a 
wage  claim  the  County  office  shall 
thereupon  notify  the  producer  against 
whom  the  claim  is  made  concerning 
the  representation  made  by  the  work- 
er. The  County  ASC  Committee  shall 
arrange  for  such  investigation  as  it 
deems  necessary  and  the  producer 
and  worker  shall  be  notified  in  writ- 
ing of  its  recommendation  for  settle- 
ment of  the  claim.  If  either  party  is 
not  satisfied  with  the  recommended 
settlement,  an  appeal  may  be  made 
to  the  State  Agricultural  Stabiliza- 
tion and  Conservation  Committee, 
528  Monroe  Street,  Alexandria,  Lou- 
isiana, which  shall  likewise  consider 
the  facts  and  notify  the  producer  and 
worker  in  writing  of  its  recommenda- 
tion for  settlement  of  the  claim.  If 
the  recommendation  of  the  State  ASC 
Committee  is  not  acceptable,  either 
party  may  file  an  appeal  with  the 
Director  of  the  Sugar  Division,  Agri- 
cultural Stabilization  and  Conserva- 
tion Service,  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 
All  such  appeals  shall  be  filed  within 
15  days  after  receipt  of  the  recom- 
mended settlement  from  the  respec- 
tive committee,  otherwise  such  rec- 
ommended settlement  will  be  applied 
in  making  payments  under  the  act. 
If  a  claim  is  appealed  to  the  Director 
of  the  Sugar  Division,  his  decision 
shall  be  binding  on  all  parties  insofar 
as  payments  under  the  act  are  con- 
cerned. 

(f)  Effective  period.  The  provi- 
sions of  this  section  applicable  to  har- 
vest work  shall  become  effective  on 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  section 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  the  pro- 
vision for  production  and  cultivation 
work  shall  become  effective  on  Janu- 
ary 1,  1962,  and  the  provisions  of  this 
section  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
amended,  superseded,  or  terminated. 
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ate  shares  for  sugarcane  farms  are 
established  for  each  crop  for  use  in 
fixing  the  amounts  of  sugar  for  pay- 
ment on  individual  farms.  Restric- 
tive proportionate  shares  are  re- 
quired in  any  area  for  a  given  crop 
when  the  indicated  production  will  be 
greater  than  the  quantity  needed  to 
enable  the  area  to  meet  the  quota 
(and  provide  a  normal  carryover  in- 
ventory) as  estimated  by  the  Secre- 
tary for  such  area  for  the  calendar 
year  during  which  the  larger  part  of 
the  sugar  from  such  crop  normally 
would  be  marketed. 

No  restrictions  under  the  act  were 
applicable  to  sugarcane  acreage  in 
this  area  during  World  War  II  or 
during  the  post-war  period  until 
1954.  Acreage  restrictions  were  ap- 
plicable to  each  of  the  crops  of  1954 
through  1959,  although  such  restric- 
tions were  modified  on  March  4,  1959, 
to  permit  the  harvesting  of  all  1959- 
crop  acreages  of  sugarcane  then 
growing.  Neither  the  1960  nor  the 
1961  crop  was  restricted. 

Adverse  weather  conditions  result- 
ed in  lower  than  anticipated  sugar 
production  from  the  1958,  1959,  and 

1960  crops.  This  situation,  together 
with  relatively  large  increases  in  the 
annual  sugar  marketing  quotas  be- 
cause of  deficits  in  marketings  from 
Puerto  Rico  and  Hawaii,  resulted  in 
the  area  falling  short  of  meeting  its 
augmented  quota  for  either  1959  or 
1960.  Furthermore,  the  stocks  of  sug- 
ar at  the  beginning  of  this  year  were 
undesirably  low. 

It  is  too  early  to  reliably  estimate 
the  amount  of  sugar  that  will  be  pro- 
duced from  the  unrestricted  1961 
crop.  However,  if  the  yield  per  acre 
equals  the  average  yield  for  the  1955- 
59  period,  the  area  will  not  meet  its 

1961  quota,  including  deficit  reallo- 
cations. Moreover,  even  a  yield  per 
acre  equivalent  to  the  highest  on  rec- 
ord would  not  result  in  an  appreci- 
able increase  in  stocks  on  January  1, 
1962. 


Since  the  date  of  announcement  of 
non-restrictive  acreages  for  the  1960 
crop,  considerable  expansion  in  sug- 
arcane acreage  and  processing  facili- 
ties has  occurred  in  the  Mainland 
Cane  Sugar  Area,  principally  in  Flor- 
ida, and  further  expansion  is  planned. 
Two  additional  mills  in  Florida  are 
scheduled  to  begin  operating  during 
the  coming  crop  season  but  will  pro- 
cess considerably  below  capacity.  It 
is  understood  that  the  operators  of 
these  mills  plan  to  have  sufficient 
cane  to  greatly  increase  processings 
in  the  fall  of  1962.  In  addition,  two 
larger  mills  will  begin  processing 
sugarcane  in  the  fall  of  1962.  Re- 
ports indicate  that  consideration  is 
being  given  to  the  erection  of  two 
more  mills,  but  even  if  these  are 
erected,  they  probably  could  not  be 
ready  to  process  cane  in  the  fall  of 
1962.  This  expansion  is  occurring 
despite  recognition  by  those  involved 
that  substantial  cutbacks  in  acreage 
might  be  necessary  in  future  years. 
The  possibility  of  such  cutbacks  has 
been  set  forth  in  regulations  issued 
by  the  Department  for  the  last  two 
crops  and  in  correspondence  with 
many  of  those  engaged  in  the  expan- 
sion. Indications  point  to  a  1962- 
crop  planted  acreage  in  Florida  about 
65  percent  greater  than  for  the  last 
restricted  crop  (1959)  and  in  Louisi- 
ana about  14  percent  greater. 

In  response  to  requests  from  the 
Department  for  views  and  recom- 
mendations on  the  1962  crop,  repre- 
sentatives of  growers  and  processors 
in  the  Mainland  Cane  Sugar  Area, 
including  the  spokesman  for  growers 
producing  about  95  per  cent  of  the 
Louisiana  crop  and  for  all  of  the 
processors  in  that  State,  recommend- 
ed unanimously  that  the  1962  crop 
be  unrestricted.  They  also  expressed 
the  view  that  the  customary  informal 
public  hearing  would  be  unnecessary. 
Generally,  it  was  the  view  of  those 
contacted  that  unrestricted  acreage 
for  the  1962  crop  would  not  result  in 
excessive  inventories  on  January  1, 
1963. 
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Based  on  the  best  information 
available  on  acreages  that  will  likely 
be  devoted  to  sugarcane  for  the  1962 
crop  if  the  crop  is  not  restricted  and 
using  recent  sugar  yields  per  acre, 
1962-crop  sugar  production  could 
range  between  775,000  and  925,000 
tons.  Thus,  considering  the  probable 
stocks  on  January  1,  1962,  and  the 
1962  marketing  opportunities  of  the 
area  under  the  terms  of  the  present 
Sugar  Act,  the  stocks  on  January  1, 
1963,  could  range  from  50,000  to  220,- 
000  tons  and  the  effective  inventory 
on  the  same  date  could  range  from 
225,000  to  460,000  tons.  If  the  qut>ta 
provisions  of  the  present  act  are  con- 
tinued beyond  June  30,  1962,  favor- 
able crops  would  result  in  a  serious 
over-supply  prospect  and  drastic  cut- 
backs in  acreage  would  be  necessary 
for  the  1963  crop.  Representatives 
of  the  industry  in  Florida  and  Louisi- 
ana recognized  and  considered  these 
possibilities  before  recommending 
that  the  1962  crop  be  unrestricted. 
It  is  believed  that  those  who  are  plan- 
ning expansion  of  acreage,  as  well  as 
those  planning  to  build  new  mills, 
recognize  the  risks  involved  and  will 
not  take  irrevocable  steps  in  this  di- 
rection without  considering  fully  the 
possible  need  for  future  adjustments. 

Determination.  This  determination 
provides  that  in  the  Mainland  Cane 
Sugar  Area  the  1962-crop  propor- 
tionate share  for  each  farm,  as  con- 


stituted at  the  beginning  of  harvest 
of  the  1962  crop  on  such  farm,  shall 
be  the  acreage  of  sugarcane  thereon 
which  is  grown  and  marketed  (or 
processed)  for  the  extraction  of  sug- 
ar or  liquid  sugar,  or  which  is  har- 
vested for  seed  or  is  abandoned  and 
classified  as  bona  fide  abandonment. 
In  making  this  determination,  con- 
sideration has  been  given  to  the  rec- 
ommendations of  the  industry  and  to 
production  and  marketing  prospects. 

The  provisions  of  this  determina- 
tion with  respect  to  (1)  acreage  re- 
moved from  sugarcane  production  be- 
cause of  transfer  to  any  agency  or 
entity  having  the  right  of  eminent 
domain,  (2)  the  division  or  combina- 
tion of  acreage  records  for  historical 
purposes,  and  (3)  certain  general 
matters,  are  substantially  the  same 
as  those  included  in  the  1961-crop  de- 
termination. 

Accordingly,  I  hereby  find  and  con- 
clude that  the  aforestated  determina- 
tion will  effectuate  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  act.  (Sec.  403,  61 
Stat.  932;  7  U.S.C.  1153.  Interprets 
or  applies  sees.  301,  302,  61  Stat.  929, 
930,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  1131, 
1132). 

Effective  date :  Date  of  publication. 
Signed  at  Washington,  D.  C.  on : 

October  30,  1961 

/s/   Charles  S.  Murphy, 

Acting  Secretary  of  Agriculture 


ca 


OF   QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.  &.   L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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SUGAR  CANE  SHORT  COURSE 

Due  to  lack  of  space,  we  were  forced  to  omit  the  registration  applica- 
tion for  the  L.S.U.  Sugar  Cane  Short  Course  from  the  last  issue  of  The 
Sugar  Bullet  in.  The  application  is  printed  below.  Mail  it  to  Denver  T. 
Loupe,  Associate  Specialist  (Agronomy)  Room  274,  Knapp  Hall,  L.S.U. , 
and  be  sure  to  enclose  the  $5.00  registration  fee.  The  charge  for  the  rooms 
is  $6.00  per  person  in  a  single  room  with  telephone  and  bath,  $4.00  per 
person  in  a  double  room  with  telephone  and  bath  and  $3.25  per  person  for 
a  triple  room  with  telephone  and  bath. 

Rooms  with  bath  and  no  telephone  are  $5.50  per  person,  single,  $3.75 
per  person,  double,  and  $3.00  per  person,  triple. 

Rooms  without  bath  are  $3.25  for  one  person  in  a  room,  $2.75  per 
person  for  two  people  in  a  room,  and  $2.50  per  person  for  three  people 
in  a  room.  The  dates  for  the  course,  it  will  be  remembered,  are  January 
15th  through  January  20th,  1962. 

Sugar  Cane  Short  Course 

(Advance  Registration  Form) 

Fill  out  and  mail  to: 

Denver  T.  Loupe,  Associate  Specialist  (Agronomy) 

Room  274,  Knapp  Hall 

LSU  Agricultural  Extension  Service 

Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana 

Please  register  the  following  people : 

1, 


Name 

9 

Name 

3. 

Name 

4. 

Name 

5. 

Name 

6. 

Firm  Address 


Firm  Address 


Firm  Address 


Firm  Address 


Firm  Address 


Name  Firm  Address 

We  enclose  $5.00  for  each  person  listed  above  to  cover  registration  fees: 

TOTAL  ENCLOSED:    $ 

Please  reserve ,  ==__== -=== — —rooms. 

(No.)  (Description) 

(No  deposijH'equired  on  rooms) 

Dradine  for  room  reser rations  December  15,  1961 
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The  South  Coast  Corporation,  Franklin,   La.,  25.2  tons  per  acre  on  4,714.7  acres. 

Top  row,   left   to  right;    Earl  Hebert,   Harry   Hock,  Harold  Poche,  Emmet  Arboneaux  and 

Emmet  Hebert. 

Bottom  row,   left  to  right:     James  Bergeron,  D.  M.  Champagne,   M.  J.   McNulty,   Howard 

Thibodaux  and   Malcolm   Lasseigne. 


IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  41) 
and  in  government  service  wish  him 
the  very  best  of  luck  always,  and 
hope  that  in  the  relative  ease  of  re- 
tirement he  will  soon  fully  regain  his 
good  health.  His  presence  at  the  con- 
ference table  will  be  sorely  missed. 

o 

Sugar  Cane  Fudge 

1] -2  c.  granulated  sugar,  14  c.  corn 
syrup,  1  •>  c.  water,  2  egg  whites  (eggs 
of  medium  size),  U/2  c.  chopped  pe- 
cans. 

Place  sugar,  corn  syrup,  and  water 
in  a  saucepan  over  low  heat.  Stir 
until  sugar  is  dissolved,  then  cook 
without  stirring  until  a  little  dropped 
in  cold  water  forms  a  hard  ball.  Beat 
egg  whites  until  stiff.    After  syrup 


made  of  sugar,  water  and  corn  syrup 
is  cooked,  add  pecans,  remove  from 
heat  and  pour,  beating  constantly,  in 
a  fine  stream  over  the  egg  whites. 
Continue  beating  until  mixture  loses 
its  gloss.  Mold  into  various  shapes 
and  slice. 

Pralines 

Mrs.  Charles  Henry  Billeaud 
Broussard 

2  c.  sugar,  1  tsp.  soda,  1  c.  butter- 
milk, 2  Tb.  butter,  1  tsp.  vanilla,  2*4 
c.  nuts,  pinch  of  salt. 

Cook  sugar,  soda,  milk  and  salt  to 
soft  ball  stage.  Cool.  Add  butter, 
vanilla  and  nuts.  Beat  until  stiff  and 
creamy.  When  mixture  is  stiff,  drop 
from  a  spoon  on  a  piece  of  waxed 
paper  in  patties  about  4  inches  in 
diameter. 
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TECHNICAL  DIRECTOR 

It  is  necessary  to  provide  the  post  of 
Technical  Director  in  the  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station  of  Tucuman  (Re- 
publica  Argentina). 

The  candidate  must  be  a  graduated 
university  man,  specialized  in  the  im- 
provement of  sugar  cane  and  with  knowl- 
edges about  manufacturing  and  eco- 
nomical problems  of  Sugar  Industry. 

He  must  have  experience  in  organiza- 
tion and  handling  of  experiment  sta- 
tions. Preferably  with  knowledge  of  the 
Spanish  Language. 

We  offer  contract  for  two  years  as 
a  minimum,  salary  according  to  the 
antecedents  of  the  candidate.  Proper 
house  and  annual  vacations  are  pro- 
vided. According  to  the  actual  cost  of 
life  in  Argentina,  a  technician  with  his 
family  (wife  and  two  children),  can 
maintain  a  level  of  life  suitable  with 
his  social  position,  with  the  equivalent 
of  350  dollars  a  month. 

Write  giving  full  antecedents  and 
pretended  salary  to:  Estacion  Experi- 
mental Agricola,  Casilla  de  Correo  71, 
S.  M.  de  Tucuman,  Republica  Argen- 
tina,   (Sud  America). 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter   M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID   CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

6ILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,   La. 


Telephone   JA    2-1225 


Commercial  Members 

of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE 

LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 

LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL    BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

H.   B.   NAQUIN 

John   Deere   Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,  La. 

NATIONAL  SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 

P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &  HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY   NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Louisiana  Sales 

The  month  of  November  has  been 
i  very  active  one  for  sales  of  Louisi- 
ma  raw  sugar.  In  marked  contrast 
;o  the  situation  in  New  York  where 
:he  spot  market  has  been  at  a  virtual 
standstill,  the  records  of  the  Lou- 
siana  Sugar  Exchange  show  that 
since  the  start  of  the  1961-62  Louisi- 
ana Pricing  Period  through  Novem- 
Der  28th,  approximately  77,000  tons 
t>f  new  crop  Louisiana  raw  sugar 
have  been  sold  at  spot  prices  to  four 
Louisiana  refineries.  National  has 
purchased  almost  42,000  tons  of  Lou- 
isiana raws  on  a  spot  basis,  Ameri- 
can is  next  with  about  23,000  tons, 
Colonial  has  bought  approximately 
7,500  tons  and  Henderson  about  4,500 
tons. 

Fifteen  Louisiana  mills  have  par- 
ticipated in  the  "spot"  selling  up  to 
this  time  and  forty-three  sales  have 


been  recorded.  The  production  of 
the  remaining  mills,  eliminating  of 
course,  the  "company"  mills  of  South 
Coast,  Southdown,  and  Supreme,  is 
being  handled  on  a  season's  average 
price  basis,  or  some  other  pricing 
arrangement  which  does  not  fall  into 
the  "spot"  category,  by  American, 
Imperial,  Henderson,  Southdown  and 
Supreme. 

The  fact  that  it  has  been  necessary 
this  season  to  sell  so  much  sugar  on 
the  "spot"  market  has  resulted  in  a 
large  increase  in  agreements  between 
mills  and  growers  to  settle  in  full  for 
cane  each  week  as  it  is  delivered. 
This  year,  for  the  first  time  since  the 
War  and  possibly  for  the  first  time 
in  history,  the  ASCS  State  Office  of 
the  U.S.D.A.  is  issuing  official  week- 
ly figures  for  cane  settlement  pur- 
poses. We  print  below  the  official 
price  notice  dated  November  24th. 


The  Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  quotes  the 
following  as  the  official  average  prices  of  raw  sugar,  96  test,  and  blackstrap 
molasses  sold  on  this  exchange  during  the  week  ended  as  indicated.  Based 
on  the  weekly  average  prices  of  sugar  and  molasses,  this  office  has  computed 
the  prices  to  be  paid  for  standard  sugar  cane  and  molasses  payment  as  indi- 
cated : 

Standard  Sugar  Cane 1 
Areas 
Week  Ended 
Oct.  12,  1961 
Oct.  19,  1961 
Oct.  26,  1961 
Nov.  2,  1961 
Nov.  9,  1961 
Nov.  16, 1961 
Nov.  23,  1961 

1  Price  to  be  paid  per  standard  ton. 

2  Price  to  be  paid  per  net  ton.   The  price  for  molasses  is  the  same  for  all  freight  areas. 
Copy  to  County  Office  Managers  and  County  Committeemen  in  Sugar  Parishes. 


Sugar 

Molasses 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

Molasses2 

6.1125 

12.5000 

$6,511 

$6,479 

$6,447 

21.450  Cents 

6.1360 

12.5000 

6.536 

6.504 

6.472 

21.450  Cents 

6.2280 

12.6750 

6.633 

6.602 

6.570 

22.027  Cents 

6.2500 

12.5000 

6.657 

6.625 

6.593 

21.450  Cents 

6.2500 

12.2500 

6.657 

6.625 

6.593 

20.625  Cents 

6.2220 

12.0000 

6.627 

6.595 

6.564 

19.800  Cents 

6.2734 

11.9375 

6.682 

6.650 

6.618 

19,594  Cents 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


A  Sugar  Cane  Course  at  L.  S.  U.  January  15 


A  Sugar  Cane  Short  Course  will  be 
offered  at  L.S.U.  during  the  week  of 
January  15-20.  This  course  is  being 
offered  as  a  result  of  a  request  from 
the  League  by  Mr.  Malcolm  Duhe, 
Chairman  of  the  Contact  Committee 
and  with  the  advice  and  approval  of 
Dean  Norman  Efferson,  Director 
Charles  Upp,  of  the  Experiment  Sta- 
tions, Director  John  Cox  of  the  Ex- 
tension Service,  and  Dr.  Denver 
Loupe  of  the  Extension  Service. 

This  course  has  been  outlined  in 
the  November  1  issue  of  The  Sugar 
Bulletin  and  an  application  form  is 
included  in  the  November  15  issue. 
Application  forms  are  also  available 
at  the  County  Agent's  office.  It  is 
being  offered  for  growers,  managers, 
and  overseers  and  for  anyone  else 
who  is  interested  in  learning  more 
about  the  production  of  sugar  cane. 
The  deadline  for  registration  is  De- 
cember 15.  The  course  will  cover  the 
whole  crop  from  planting  through 
harvesting.  In  addition  special  em- 
phasis will  be  given  to  the  many 
technical  phases  used  today  in  the 
production  of  cane. 

Everyone  in  the  Louisiana  sugar 
industry  is  aware  that  there  are  now 
many  really  good  cane  farmers  as  evi- 
denced by  the  high  yields  of  cane  per 
acre  made  by  some  growers.  An  ex- 
amination of  the  things  these  grow- 
ers do  to  produce  these  high  yields 
can  point  the  way  for  others  to  fol- 
low. 


When  questioned,  most  high  yieL 
producers  say  that  recommendation 
of  the  County  Agent  are  followed  al 
most  to  the  letter.  These  grower 
also  attend  field  tours  and  other  agri 
cultural  meetings.  These  growers  ar 
eager  to  learn.  They  wish  to  knov 
what  is  being  done  by  the  people  ii 
research.  They  ask  questions.  The: 
are  willing  to  change  to  something 
new  when  research  points  the  way 
This  point  is  so  important  today  ii 
almost  any  type  business,  and  can 
growing  is  a  business.  They  have  be 
come  better  farmers  through  greate 
knowledge. 

Cane  farming  has  undergone  man: 
changes  in  the  past  20  years.  Th< 
industry  is  now  using  new  machin 
ery,  new  varieties,  new  chemicals  an< 
in  many  instances  new  employees.  iJ 
general  the  sugar  industry  has  beeij 
rapid  to  change.  Progress  has  beej 
made  in  production.  More  sugar  wil 
be  produced  in  Louisiana  this  yeaj 
than  ever  before.  Yields  of  sugar  and 
cane  per  acre  will  be  high. 

In  spite  of  past  progress  profit! 
are  not  high.  Yields  must  be  inl 
creased;  cost  must  be  reduced.  Thil 
course  is  designed  to  help  do  this  jofca 
Further,  it  is  hoped  that  it  will  makj 
those  who  attend  better  farmers.  I 
can  help  growers  make  more  profits 
It  will  be  an  opportunity  to  receiv 
more  knowledge. 

Attend  school  at  L.S.U.  Spend  on 
week  at  the  University. 
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IN    WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Concerning  Estimates  on  Consumption 


Once  upon  a  time  years  ago  when 
ongress  passed  a  Sugar  Bill  every 
four  years,  it  was  the  custom  of  sug- 
ar people  to   come   to   the   Nation's 
apital  each  fall  for  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture's   estimate   of   consump- 
tion hearing.   On  that  occasion,  sug- 
ar men,  large  and  small,  from  the 
ontinent   and  from   overseas,   jour- 
neyed to  Washington.   Some  came  to 
?ive  advice  to  the  Secretary,  some 
same  to  give  advice  to  each  other, 
out  all  came  to  enjoy  the  friendly 
conviviality   which   prevailed   for   at 
east  24  hours. 

For  a  quarter  of  a  century  the  Sec- 
retary's "field  day"  was  the  out- 
standing event  of  the  year.  The  last 
estimate  of  consumption  hearing  was 
in  1959  B.  C.  (Before  Castro).  In  the 
Departmental  Auditorium  the  meet- 
ing had  been  on  schedule  and  accord- 
ing to  precedent  until  about  four 
D'clock  in  the  afternoon  when  an  un- 
expected and  unscheduled  event  oc- 
curred. The  shrill,  terrifying  blasts 
}f  the  air  raid  sirens  halted  the  pro- 
ceedings. When  air  raid  warnings 
are  sounded  for  practice  and  drill  pur- 
poses advance  notice  is  always  given, 
but  in  this  instance  no  advance  notice 
had  been  received,  consequently  ev- 
eryone thought  it  was  the  real  thing. 
Everyone  in  the  auditorium,  includ- 
ing the  presiding  officer,  hastily  va- 
cated the  premises.  Some  of  the  more 
adventurous  souls,  instead  of  hasten- 
ing for  the  shelter  areas,  departed 
for  hotel  rooms  and  cocktail  lounges. 


The  presiding  officer  stoutly  main- 
tains that  before  he  left  the  audi- 
torium he  officially  closed  the  hear- 
ing, but  several  hundred  persons  nev- 
er heard  his  gavel  fall. 

Anyhow,  we  hope  the  good  days 
are  not  gone  forever.  Some  day  may- 
be Congress  will  get  around  to  enact- 
ing another  four  or  five-year  Sugar 
Act  and  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
will  resume  his  practice  of  holding 
annual  hearings  prior  to  issuing  his 
estimate  of  sugar  consumption  for 
the  coming  year. 

In  connection  with  the  estimate  of 
consumption  for  1962  a  precedent 
was  established  when  Senator  Allen 
J.  Ellender,  Senator  Russell  B.  Long, 
and  Congressmen  Boggs,  Morrison, 
McSween,  Thompson  and  Willis  filed 
for  themselves  and  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  a  brief  which 
complimented  Secretary  Orville  Free- 
man for  his  recent  actions  to  help 
bring  about  better  sugar  prices.  The 
brief  approved  his  proposal  to  limit 
the  1962  supplies  below  anticipated 
minimum  needs  in  order  to  achieve 
prices  which  will  fairly  and  equitably 
maintain  and  protect  the  welfare  of 
the  domestic  sugar  industry.  The 
brief  also  urged  the  Secretary  to  an- 
nounce his  estimate  of  consumption 
at  the  earliest  practicable  date  and 
to  withhold  a  substantial  quantity  of 
non-quota  sugar  for  release  only 
when  necessary  to  provide  adequate 
supplies  to  consumers. 
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LABOR  COSTS  OF  PRODUCING  AND  HARVESTING 

SUGAR  CANE  IN  LOUISIANA 


Labor  is  the  biggest  single  item  of  cost 
in  the  production  and  harvesting  of  sugar 
cane.  Labor  costs  vary  widely  from  farm 
to  farm;  therefore,  each  grower  should  be 
interested  in  comparing  the  amount  he 
spends  for  labor  with  the  amounts  spent 
by  other  growers.  Tables  1  and  2  which 
follow  will  serve  as  the  basis  for  such  a 
comparison.  Data  in  the  tables  were  ob- 
tained from  the  economic  studies  of  Dr. 
Joe  R.  Campbell,  L.S.U.  Agricultural  Eco- 
nomics Department. 

In    making    comparisons,    give    greatest 


weight  to  the  figures  in  the  last  column  of 
each  table.  The  wide  variations  in  the1 
data  in  the  columns  which  go  to  make  up! 
the  total  figures  in  the  last  column  are  duej 
in  part  to  differences  in  accounting  pro- 
cedures from  farm  to  farm.  One  farm  may 
include  certain  labor  costs  in  "general 
overhead"  while  another  farm  may  dis-i 
tribute  the  same  costs  between  "planting 
and  cultivating"  and  "harvesting".  Re- 
gardless of  this  difference,  the  costs  in 
question  are  included  in  the  figures  in  the 
"total"  column  in  both  instances. 


Table  1 
Labor  Costs  Per  Acre  Of  Cane.  43  Louisiana  Farms,  1959  Crop 


Farm 
No. 


Total 

Cane 

Acres 


Tons 

Cane, 

Sugar  and  Seed, 

per  Acre 


Labor  costs  per  acre  of  cane,  dollars 


General 
Overhead 


Planting 
and 
Cultivating 


Harvesting 


Other :Total 
Crops; 


300+ 
300+ 


22.1 
24.5 
21.6 


17.19 
35.75 


42.76 
16.15 
18.36 


2k. 6h 
11.33 
15.23 


t 
5.14  :  89.73 
2.73  J  65.96 
2.70  tlQ6.l8 

1.28 
^11 


uooh 
U00+ 
liOPjL 


20.2 
18.8 
22.3 


i*7.27 
41.44 

38.30 


29.41 
34.49 
14,28 


12726 
13.35 

17  .46 


90752 
90.56 
22 


1 


U00+ 

U00+ 

k00+ 


19.5 
21.9 

22.0 


39.31 
54.34 

29-83 


2^64 
17o69 
l4„J_6 


14.47 
17.61 

11.89_ 


,10 
2.01 
4.87 


3.52 
91.65 


■Bpft 
92.45 
82.  k2 


500-< 
500-1 
500J 


"5oo+" 

500+ 
600+ 


23.9 
25.1 
21.6 


TB7T 

22.1 

21.0 


45.41 
41.06 
30.84 


35.65 
36.08 


17,77 
20.85 
21,2 


» 


19^7 
27.46 
22.19 


^76 

3.08 

8.16 


13 
14 
is 


27.0 
21.7 
22.0 


13 

19.56 

22.56 


2k  ,21 
24.31 
12  o82 


1872^ 

11.79 
17,47 


"2735" 

4.36 

.44 


1*794" 
83.88 
71.90 


57 
72.54 
106.6: 


600H 

600-t 


"Sob"; 

700- 
700h 


T272T 
34.64 
61.52 


59.05 
25.59 

24.70 


24.29 
16.41 

20.98 


.52 
2.94 
"2792" 
5.10 
2.94 

.70 


"5oTo? 

71.05 


19 

20 
21 


-22 
23 
24 


17.7 
24.3 
22. 


■2TT 
16.6 
27.4 


46752 

34.35 
36.02 


16. 34 
15,19 
25. 35, 


13. 16 
10.44 
28*55 


700+ 
700+ 
700+ 


7ofri 

800-1 

800H 


"SoTT 
19.6 
22.4 


39.93 
49.90 
40.27 


27.97 
10.80 
43.07 


16.17 
37.34 


-22 

11.19 

21 


84.5 
71.84 
111.8 


W7? 
73.18 
91.95 


41.31 
52 


36.02 

» 

21.05 
33-76 


& 


2.51 


372? 

79.19 
82 


SB~ 
29 
J2. 


yoo+ 
900+ 
900+ 


22.2 
16. 


24.22 
24.33 


"2278: 
13.30 

iH2 


5.65 
1.26 

"I7B8" 

3.03 
1.22 
T73T 


fl 


T000"+     : 
1000+ 

1000+ 


■2TT 
21.7 
20.4 


-T5751T 
22.56 
I, 


m 

38.25 
.61 


9754" 
11.98 


» 


775 
58.62 
66.25 


75: 
94.20 
,26 


1000+ 
1000+ 
1000+ 


-227F 

26.7 
26.0 


■527T 
21.0 


9.35 
34.04 
.40 


% 


■22750- 
37.87 
29.40 


25 

21.91 

28.25 


177c 

15.77 

12.01 


Ha 
1.83 


85.89 
81,49 


37 
38 


»0 

41 
42 


1000+ 
1000+ 
1000+ 


1000-" 
1000-« 
lOOO-i 


17.3 

■04- 

T474 


6.17 
32.25 

3&£L 


38747 
25.58 

39-21 


"2^2T 

36.68 

25.03 


12770- 
22.39 
12.81 


3.11 
2i5L 


"BE 
87.76 

78.62 
W8 


1000  < 


-31*32. 


1SH 


11.50 


Average 


1121 


21.2 


34.86 


27.28 


16.50 


1.90 


80.5* 
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Table  2 
Labor  Costs  Per  Net  Ton  Of  Cane  Sold,  43  Louisiana  Farms,  1959  Crop 


{ 

:  Total 
:  Cane 
:  Acres 

:   Tons 
:   Cane 
:   Sold 
:  per  Acre  l/ 

Labor  costs  per  ton 

of  cane  sold, 

dollars 

Farm 
No. 

General 
Overhead 

Planting 
:    and 
Cultivating 

Harvesting 

,  Other 
.  Crops 

:  Total 

1 
2 
3 

I  300+ 
;  300+ 
:  400+ 

:   20.3 
:   23.4 
:   20.0 

.85 
!   1.53 
s   3.50 

2.11 
.69 
.92 

:    1.21 

.48 

;    .76 

.25 
!   .12 

1   .13 

J+.U2 
:  2.82 
1  5.31 

4 

5 

6 

!  400+ 
;  400+ 

i  Uoo+ 

:   18.3 
:   16.7 
:   21.2 

2.58 

•   2.48 

1.81 

1.61 
2.07 

|     .67 

;     .67 

.80 
:     .82 

:  .08 
:  .08 
:  .12 

4.94 
5.42 
3.42 

7 
8 
9 

:  400+ 
:  400+ 
:  400+ 

I   17.6 
:   20.7 
:   20.2 

2c23 

:   2.63 

1.48 

1.68 
.85 
.73 

!     .82 

.85 

:     .59 

:  .01 
!   .10 

:  .24 

1  4,74 

!  4.43 

:  3.04 

10 

11 

12 

:  500+ 
:  500+ 
:  500+ 

!   22.6 

t   23.7 
.   20.0 

2.01 

lc73 

.   1.54 

.79 

.88 

1.06 

I     .86 

!      1.16 

:    1.11 

:  .03 
:  .13 
:  .41 

:  3.69 
:  3.90 
:  4.12 

13 
Ik' 

15 

:  500+ 
:  500+ 
:  600+ 

!     17.0 

:   20.9 
:   18.8 

2.^3 
1.71 
1.92 

.82 

.94 

1.20 

!    1.42 
:    1.16 
:     .68 

I  .14 
:  .21 
!  .02 

1  4.41 
:  4.01 
:  3.82 

16 

1  600+ 
:  600+ 
■  600+ 

i      24.3 
;   20.1 
:   20.4 

.50 
1      1.72 
.   3.02 

2.43 
1.27 
1.21 

!       .75 

:     .59 
:     .86 

.02 
:  .14 

I  3.69 
:  3.61 
:  5.23 

19 

20 
21 

;  600+ 

:  700+ 

700+ 

!   16.6 
:   21.9 
!   20.7 

.   2.80 

1-57 

:   1.74 

1.46 

.75 
1.01 

1     .98 
:     .69 
:    1.22 

1  .18 

!   .23 

!  .14 

•5.42 
:  3.24 
:  4.12 

22 

23 
24 

:  700+ 
700+ 
700+ 

19.5 
15.1 
26.2 

2.05 
3.30 
1.54 

1.43 

.71 

1.64 

I     .67 

.69 

1.09 

!   .18 

:  .05 

!  4.34 

:  4.76 
4.27 

25 
26 
27 

700+ 

,  800+ 

800+ 

•   18.4 

:   18.7 

21.4 

1.62 
2.21 
1.57 

2.25 

.97 

1.74 

1.23 

!       .60 

;    *99 

:  .13 

5.10 

3.91 
4.30 

28 

29 
30 

900+ 
900+ 
900+ 

18.1 
20.3 
15.4    i 

1.85 
1.77 
2.27   ! 

1.93 
1.19 
1.58 

1.26 

.66 
.86 

.28 
.08 

!  5.04 

i   3.90 

4.79 

31 
32 
33 

1000+ 
1000+ 
1000+ 

19.9 
19-7 

18.2     ! 

1.38 
1.07   8 
1.85   . 

.93 

1.15 

.95 

A9 

.61 
.77 

:  .49 

.35 
.07 

I  2.90 
2.98 
3.64 

3^ 
35 
36 

1000+ 
1000+ 
1000+ 

20.9    ' 
25.0    : 
24.4    j 

.93   ■ 
1.36   8 

1.41  j 

1.24 

1.53 
1.30 

1.20 

.88 

1.16 

.11 

3.48 

3.77 
3.86 

37 

38   j 

39 

1000+ 
1000+ 
1000+ 

21.7 
20.0 
13.7 

I.67  . 
1.61  . 
2.79 

1.03 
1.89 
2.15 

.79 

;    .79 

.88 

•02 
.13 

3.50 
4.29 
5.95 

4o 
41 
42 
43 
Average 

1000+ 
1000+ 

ioqo+ 

1000+ 
1121 

16.8    I 

15.8 

20.2 

22.6 

19.6 

2.29  ; 

1.62   ! 

1.94 
1.39 
1.78 

1.74 
2.32 

1.24 

1.05 

1-39 

.76 

1.42 
.63 
.51 
.84 

.14 
.20 
.07 
.06 
.10 

4.93 
5.55 
3.89 
3.01 
4.11 

Total  tons  of  cane  sold  divided  "by  total 
acreage  of  cane  for  sugar  and  seed. 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,   La. 


Telephone   JA   2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter  M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 
AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 

LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL    BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMEORN   &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101   Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

H.   B.   NAQUIN 

John   Deere   Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,   La. 


NATIONAL  SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD   LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 
P.  O.  Box  1250  New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &   HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822    Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 


CO 


OF    QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.   &.   L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


The  Old  Mule 

Our  market  character,  the  Old 
Mule,  is  a  very  appreciative  animal. 
Despite  the  fact  that  for  years  he 
has  been  the  most  overburdened  beast 
of  burden  the  civilized  world  has  ever 
known,  he  still  has  kept  his  sense  of 
fairness  and  will  respond  to  good 
treatment  with  a  gusto  that  surprises 
even  his  best  friends.  Take,  for  in- 
stance, the  show  of  good  breeding  he 
made  after  his  new  benefactor,  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  Orville  L. 
Freeman,  decided  to  start  him  off 
on  the  road  through  1962  with  a  load 
he  could  pull.  He  threw  his  head  high 
in  the  air  and  pranced  forward  nine 
paces.  He  obviously  was  a  very  grate- 
ful beast. 

Having  bled,  and  at  times  almost 
died,  with  the  Old  Mule  for  lo,  these 
many  years,  it  is  good  to  be  able  to 


feel  that  for  a  little  while  at  least  we 
will  be  spared  the  painful  spectacle 
of  watching  our  old  friend  in  dis- 
tress. Since  the  start  of  the  Louisi- 
ana Pricing  Period  Secretary  Free- 
man has  reduced  allowable  sugar 
shipments  from  India  by  50,000  tons, 
from  Brazil  by  30,000  tons,  and  from 
China  by  20,000  tons.  In  addition,  he 
has  fixed  the  initial  1962  quotas  at 
9,500,000  tons,  which  is  500,000  tons 
less  than  the  initial  1961  consump- 
tion estimate.  The  price  of  raw  sug- 
ar today  (December  13th)  is  quoted 
by  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange  at 
$6.38  a  hundred  pounds,  delivered 
New  Orleans.  This  is  thirty  cents  a 
hundred  pounds  better  than  the  low 
of  $6.08  registered  on  October  10th 
when  the  Secretary  was  asked  to  take 
steps  to  improve  the  price  of  raw 
sugar. 


Standard  Sugar  Cane1 
Areas 


Week  Ended 
Oct.  12,  1961 
Oct.  19,  1961 
Oct.  26,  1961 
Nov.  2,  1961 
Nov.  9,  1961 
Nov.  16,  1961 
Nov.  23,  1961 
Nov.  30,  1961 
Dec.  7,  1961 


Sugar 
6.1125 
6.1360 
6.2280 
6.2500 
6.2500 
6.2220 
6.2734 
6.2700 
6.2700 


Molasses 
12.5000 
12.5000 
12.6750 
12.5000 
12.2500 
12.0000 
11.9375 
11.7500 
11.7500 


(a) 
$6,511 
6.536 
6.633 
6.657 
6.657 
6.627 
6.682 
6.678 
6.678 


(b) 
$6,479 
6.504 
6.602 
6.625 
6.625 
6.595 
6.650 
6.646 
6.646 


(c) 
$6,447 
6.472 
6.570 
6.593 
6.593 
6.564 
6.618 
6.614 
6.614 


Molasses2 
21.450  Cents 
21.450  Cents 
22.027  Cents 
21.450  Cents 
20.625  Cents 
19.800  Cents 
19.594  Cents 
18.975  Cents 
18.975  Cents 


1  Price  to  be  paid  per  standard  ton. 

2  Price  to  be  paid  per  net  ton.   The  price  for  molasses  is  the  same  for  all  freight  areas. 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 


Florida  Sugar  Industry  and  Research  Tour 
For  January  8,  1962 


In  January  1960  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  arranged  a  tour 
for  Louisiana  cane  growers  to  visit 
the  U.S.D.A.  Canal  Point,  Florida, 
Cane  Breeding  Station  and  the  Flori- 
da sugar  industry.  In  addition  the 
tour  also  included  points  of  interest 
along  the  way,  such  as  Cypress  Gar- 
dens, Silver  Springs,  and  Marineland. 
The  tour  began  on  Monday  morning 
and  ended  in  New  Orleans  on  Satur- 
day afternoon.  Transportation  was 
by  Greyhound  charter  bus. 

A  similar  tour  was  also  made  in 
January  1961.  Both  tours  were 
completely  successful.  Reports  from 
those  who  attended  said  the  tours 
were  both  educational  and  interest- 
ing. This  group  has  encouraged 
others  in  the  industry  to  take  the 
tour  in  the  future.  Many  growers 
have  already  inquired  if  another  tour 
could  be  arranged  for  this  coming 
January.  Two  members  who  have 
already  been  on  the  tour  wish  to  go 
again  in  1962. 

The  League  is  happy  to  announce 
that  another  Florida  tour  will  be  ar- 
ranged again  this  coming  January 
if  enough  members  in  the  industry 
wish  to  make  the  trip.  Plans  are 
already  underway  to  charter  one  or 
two  buses  for  the  tour.  The  tour  is 
scheduled  to  start  Monday  morning 
at  7:00  o'clock  January  8,  1962  at 
the  Greyhound  bus  station  in  New 
Orleans  and  return  to  New  Orleans 
Saturday  afternoon  January  13,  1962, 
about  3:30. 

The  tour  will  take  in  the  same 
places  of  interest  mentioned  above  as 


well  as  one  short  stop  in  the  citrui 
growing  area  and  a  tour  of  the  nev 
expansion  of  sugar  cane  growing  ii 
Florida.  Florida  is  rapidly  increas 
ing  cane  acreage  and  a  number  o: 
sugar  mills  have  been  constructec 
during  this  year. 

The  cost  of  the  tour  per  person 
including  transportation,  hotel  ac 
commodations  and  entrance  fees  t( 
the  places  of  interest  along  the  waj 
will  be  $90  (ninety  dollars). 

Growers  will  have  an  opportunity 
to  see  where  and  how  most  of  the 
Louisiana  cane  varieties  were  bred 
In  addition  growers  will  be  able  tc 
confer  with  the  scientists  who  are 
breeding  the  canes  of  the  future.  The 
group  will  also  have  an  opportunity 
to  see  the  varieties  of  cane  grown  in 
Florida  as  well  as  visit  the  fields, 
factory  and  research  facilities  of  the 
United  States  Sugar  Corporation. 

Louisiana  growers  will  be  im- 
pressed with  the  high  yields  of  cane 
and  sugar  per  acre  produced  in  Flori- 
da. The  stalk  size  of  CI.  41-223,  the 
most  prominent  variety  grown  in 
Florida,  will  also  be  very  impressive. 

The  world  collection  of  cane  vari- 
eties at  the  U.S.D.A.  Canal  Point 
Station  is  most  interesting  to  visit. 
It  includes  most  of  the  varieties  in 
the  entire  sugar  cane  world.  Every 
size,  color  and  type  can  be  seen  in 
this  collection. 

Louisiana  growers  will  find  the 
members  of  the  Florida  sugar  indus- 
try willing  to  go  out  of  their  way 
to  show  everything  of  their  industry. 
(Continued  on  page  63) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


New  Year's  Forecast 

When  Congress  convenes  January 
0  one  Texan,  not  two,  will  gavel 
he  sessions  to  order.  Mr.  Sam  will 
iOt  be  there  —  and  it  will  seem 
trange.  But  Government  endures 
/here  men  —  even  strong,  venerable 
nen  like  the  late  Speaker — do  not. 
le  will  be  missed  but  laws  must  be 
nade.  After  a  few  formalities  and 
he  solemn  series  of  tributes  to  de- 
eased  members,  the  Second  Session 
f  the  87th  Congress  will  be  about 
ts  business. 

Three  major  legislative  battles  are 
lready  in  the  making.  President 
Kennedy  has  announced  his  inten- 
ion  to  ask  Congress  for  executive 
tuthority  to  cut  tariffs.  There  was 
I  time  when  such  a  request  from  a 
democratic  President  would  be  con- 
sidered normal  because  the  original 
Democratic  party  was  founded  on  a 
'free  trade"  platform.  But  as  they 
)ecame  more  affluent,  the  Democrats 
'eversed  themselves  and  espoused  the 
;ause  of  protective  tariffs.  This  re- 
/ersal  left  the  Republicans  no  option, 
rhey  had  to  become  "free  traders". 
!^ow,  apparently  President  Kennedy 
is  chalking  his  cue  for  another  re- 
verse English  shot  at  the  Republi- 
cans. Although  the  President  has 
indicated  he  will  ask  only  for  authori- 
ty to  lower  tariffs  many  close  observ- 
ers feel  that  his  ultimate  aim  is  for 
free  trade.  The  details  of  his  pro- 
gram have  not  been  fully  disclosed 
but  it  is  quite  apparent  that  he  is 
poking  at  a  huge  hornet's  nest  with 
a  very  short  stick. 

Sugar  cane  farmers  and,  in  fact, 
all  those  engaged  in  agricultural  pur- 


suits have  a  vital  stake  in  this  ap- 
proaching battle.  That  stake  will  in- 
volve billions  of  dollars  and  be  a  life 
or  death  matter  for  countless  num- 
bers of  businesses,  both  large  and 
small. 

Another  bloody  fight  will  develop 
over  farm  legislation.  President  Ken- 
nedy's young,  energetic  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  Orville  Freeman,  is 
working  on  a  big  package  deal  for 
many  commodities.  It  is  a  five-year 
plan  designed  to  get  agricultural  pro- 
duction in  line  with  demand  by  1967. 
The  Freeman  supercolossal  farm  bill 
will  probably  touch  off  the  strongest 
assault  on  farm  laws  in  many  years. 

Last  but  not  least  is  the  battle 
over  sugar.  The  current  Act  is  due 
to  expire  June  30,  1962.  The  big 
problem  which  Congress  faces  is 
what  to  do  about  Cuba's  sugar  quota. 
U.  S.  policy  toward  Cuba  is  supposed 
to  depend  on  Cuban  policy,  but  now 
that  Castro  openly  admits  he  is  a 
Red  there  will  be  terrific  pressure 
to  forget  Cuba  and  enact  a  long 
range  sugar  program. 

Many  observers  doubt  that  the  Ad- 
ministration is  ready  to  completely 
eliminate  Cuba  from  the  sugar  pic- 
ture yet.  There  are  too  many  "hope- 
fuls" within  the  higher  Government 
echelon  who  wish  that  something 
bad  will  happen  to  Castro  and  a 
friendly  regime  will  follow.  Some  of 
these  "hopefuls"  were  in  the  State 
Department  under  the  former  ad- 
ministration and  are  the  individuals 
who  were  instrumental  in  having  the 
Castro  dictatorship  recognized  by 
(Continued  on  page  63) 
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NONQUOTA  PURCHASE  SUGAR  AUTHORIZED 

FOR  FIRST  SIX  MONTHS  OF  196 


On  December  8th,  Secretary  of  Ag- 
riculture Orville  L.  Freeman,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  authorized  purchase  of  869,013 
short  tons,  raw  value,  of  non-quota 
sugar  for  importation  during  the 
first  six  months  of  1962. 

This  authorization  followed  the 
President's  Proclamation  No.  3440, 
of  Dec.  1,  which  established  the  quo- 
ta for  Cuba  for  the  first  six  months 
of  1962  at  zero  and  delegated  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture,  acting  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  the  powers  vested  in  the  Presi- 


dent to  obtain  replacement  sugar. 

Today's  action,  together  with  qud 
tas  totaling  3,175,378  tons,  estat] 
hshed  Dec.  8,  1961  (press  releasl 
USD  A  4075-61)  brings  to  a  total  d 
4,044,391  tons  the  quantity  of  suga 
authorized  for  marketing  and  impod 
tation  within  quotas  and  nonquot] 
purchases  authorized  for  the  firs] 
six  months  of  1962. 

Of  the  total  of  869,013  tons  of  noil 
quota  sugar  authorized  for  purchase! 
769,013  tons  were  authorized  frorl 
countries  for  which  quotas  are  estab] 
lished  under  Sec.  202  of  the  Suga 


SUGAR  QUOTAS  AND  AUTHORIZED  NON-QUOTA  PURCHASE 
ALLOCATIONS  FOR  THE  SIX-MONTH  PERIOD  ENDING  JUNE  30,  1962 


Area  and  Country 

:  Quotas 

:  Non- quota  Purchase 
:Allocations  Authorized 

:  Total 

1,032,931 

317,84] 

576,476 

602,780 

8,220 

Domestic  beet 
Mainland  cane 
Hawaii 
Puerto  Rico 
Virgin  Islands 

(Short 

1,032,931 

317,843 

576,476 

602,780 

8,220 

tons,   raw   value) 

Republic  of  the  Philippines 

Peru 

Dominican  Republic 

Mexico 

Nicaragua 

490,000 
49,928 
43,204 

3^,95^ 
7,300 

175,655 

280,070 

0 

255,648 

42,700 

665,655 
329,998 

43,204 
290,602 

50,000 

Haiti 

Netherlands 
Republic  of  China 
Panama 
Costa  Rica 

3,612 
1,900 
1,842 
1,842 
1,837 

1,388 
3,100 
23,158 
3,158 
3,163 

5,000 

5,000 

25,000 

5,000 

5,000 

Canada 

United  Kingdom 
Belgium 
British  Guiana 
Hong  Kong 

316 

258 

91 

42 

2 

0 

0 

666 

307 
0 

316 
258 
757 
349 
2 

Brazil 
India 

30,000 
50,000 

869,013 

30,000 
50,000 

4,044,391 

Sub-totals 

3,175,378 

NOT  AUTHORIZED  FOR  PURCHASE  AT  THIS  TIME 

705,609 

TOTAL 

4,750,000' 
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Let.  The  remaining  100,000  tons 
rere  authorized  for  purchase  from 
Irazil,  the  Republic  of  China,  and 
ndia  (pursuant  to  the  proviso  in 
•ec.  408(b)  (2)  (iii)   of  the  Act). 

The  quantities  authorized  for  pur- 
jhase  from  each  of  these  three  coun- 
ties are:  Brazil,  30;000  tons;  Re- 
ublic  of  China,  20,000  tons;  and  In- 
ia,  50,000  tons.  These  are  the  same 
juantities  by  which  the  1961  non- 
uota  purchase  sugar  allocations  for 
!ach  of  these  countries  were  reduced 
fa  Oct.  23,  1961. 

Of  the  total  1,574,622  short  tons, 
taw  value,  withheld  from  Cuba,  the 


quantities  authorized  for  purchase 
were  based  on  a  proration  of  1,185,- 
000  tons  to  quota  countries  to  the  ex- 
tent of  their  ability  to  supply  sugar. 
The  remaining  389,622  tons  were  not 
prorated  or  authorized  for  purchase. 
Also,  not  authorized  for  purchase  was 
315,987  tons  which  is  the  Domini- 
can Republic's  proration  of  the 
1,185,000  tons. 

The  quotas  and  non-quota  pur- 
chase sugar  allocations  to  become  ef- 
fective Jan.  1,  1962,  for  the  six- 
months  ending  June  30,  1962,  are 
shown  in  the  accompanying  table. 


N  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  60) 
'hey  have  a  good  industry  and  they 
re  proud  of  it. 

I  In  addition  the  group  will  have  an 
Ipportunity  to  meet  Dr.  Thomas 
'heis,  the  new  boss  in  U.S.D.A.  sug- 
r  cane  investigations.  He  will  take 
ime  out  from  his  Washington  work 
o  visit  with  the  group. 

Plans  must  be  made  for  accommo- 
dations. Send  your  reservations  in 
oon  and  help  us  with  the  arrange- 
nents. 

Talk  to  someone  who  made  the  trip 
ither  last  year  or  the  year  before, 
f  you  decide  to  make  the  trip  send 
n  your  check  made  to  the  order  of 
he  American  Sugar  Cane  League. 

N  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  61) 
he  United  States  and  some  of  the 
lewcomers  to  high  places  in  the  Ad- 
ninistration's  foreign  policy  council 
vere  highly  paid  lobbyists  for  Cuban 
ugar  interests  a  few  short  years 
-go. 

The  President  is  reported  to  be 
avorably  considering  a  moderate  in- 
rease  in  domestic  quotas  but  wants 
■ome  gimmick  which  would  attach 
trings  to  the  quotas  allocated  to  for- 
eign suppliers  in  order  to  transfer 
luotas  to  Cuba  if  and  when  Castro  is 
:icked  out.  It  is  pretty  well  known 
hat  the  President's  advisers  want  to 
qualize  the  domestic  price  of  sugar 
vith  the  world  price.    They  say  the 


reason  for  maintaining  the  U.  S. 
price  premium  no  longer  exists  be- 
cause it  originally  was  intended  as  a 
prop  to  Cuban  economy.  Foreign 
suppliers  also  benefit  from  the  higher 
U.  S.  price  through  a  program  which 
costs  this  Government  no  money 
whatsoever. 

The  arguments  for  and  against 
these  three  measures  have  already 
begun.  Untold  numbers  of  lobbyists 
will  be  hired  and  millions  of  dollars 
will  be  spent  to  influence  Congress  in 
the  next  few  months.  A  lot  of  politi- 
cal blood  will  be  spilled  in  the  newly 
painted  Capitol  before  these  issues 
are  settled  next  year. 

Merry  Christmas  and  a  Happy 
and  Prosperous  New  Year. 

o 

Belgian  Fudge 

Mrs.  Ramon  Billeaud — Broussard 

1  can  condensed  milk,  1  c.  granu- 
lated sugar,  y2  stick  butter,  1  tsp. 
Vanilla,  1  c.  chopped  nuts. 

Cook  milk  and  sugar  on  low  flame 
until  it  shows  sign  of  sugaring  and 
is  caramel  color  —  stir  constantly. 
Just  before  removing  from  fire  add 
butter  and  nuts.  Pour  into  greased 
pan  and  cut  into  squares. 
Pralines 
Kate  Thibaut — Assumption 

3  c.  brown  sugar,  3  Tb.  corn  syrup, 
4  Tb.  butter,  1  c.  milk,  14.  tsp.  cream 
of  tarter,  3  c.  nuts. 

Cook  until  a  soft  ball  forms  in  cold 
water,  add  butter,  cool  and  add  nuts 
and  beat.    Spoon  on  wax  paper. 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Reserve  Changes  Hands 

Just  as  we  go  to  press  with  this 
ssue,  word  is  received  that  the  big 
Reserve  Refinery,  bought  by  Nation- 
il  in  1956,  has  been  sold  to  the  God- 
•haux  Sugar  Refining  Company,  a 
lew  enterprise  headed  by  the  fabu- 
ous  Mr.  Julio  Lobo. 

The  property  changed  hands  on 
December  27th  and  we  print  below 
he  press  release  announcing  the 
ransfer. 

"The  Godchaux  Sugar  Refinery  at 
Reserve,  Louisiana,  and  all  inven- 
:ories  and  trademarks,  have  been 
Durchased  from  the  National  Sugar 
Refining  Company  by  the  Godchaux 
Sugar  Refining  Company  controlled 
:>y  Julio  Lobo  and  David  C.  Bintliff 
nterests. 

"The  firm  will  operate  as  God- 
chaux Sugar  Refining  Company  ac- 
ording  to  announcement  by  Messrs. 
Lobo  and  Bintliff. 

Mr.  Lobo,  who  will  serve  as  presi- 
dent and  Mr.  Bintliff  who  will  serve 
is  director  issued  the  following  state- 
ment: 

'We  are  delighted  with  this  invest- 
ment opportunity.  With  the  economy 
Df  the  Godchaux  marketing  area 
growing  apace,  with  our  extensive  ex- 
perience in  the  sugar  business,  and 
with  the  great  and  respected  name 
Df  Godchaux  Sugars  we  look  forward 
to  continued  progress  for  the  new 
Drganization. 

'We  will,  of  course,  maintain  the 
top  quality  for  which  Godchaux  Sug- 
ar is  renowned.  Extra  fine,  fast  dis- 
solving characteristics  of  Godchaux 
Sugar  have  made  it  a  first  choice 
with  millions  of  consumers.' 

"New    officers    include    Julio    Lo- 


bo, President  and  Director;  Gerard 
Ascher,  Executive  Vice  -  President, 
Treasurer  and  Director;  Roy  P.  Ben- 
nett, Vice  -  President  and  Director ; 
Jack  G.  Taylor,  Vice  President  and 
Director;  David  C.  Bintliff,  Director; 
Leon  Godchaux  II,  Director;  and  En- 
rique Leon,  Secretary.  The  owners 
said  that  no  changes  in  the  refinery 
or  sales  office  personnel  are  contem- 
plated. 

"Mr.  Lobo  is  well  known  in  the 
sugar  trade  throughout  the  world  as 
technician,  producer  and  trader.  A 
graduate  of  Louisiana  State  Univer- 
sity, as  sugar  engineer,  he  was  a 
part  time  worker  at  the  Godchaux 
Refinery  in  1917.  His  world  known 
firm  has  had  close  ties  with  God- 
chaux Sugars  since  the  turn  of  the 
century. 

"Mr.  Bintliff,  Houston  financier 
and  oil  and  gas  producer,  has  had 
broad  experience  in  sugar  cane  grow- 
ing in  addition  to  his  cattle,  insur- 
ance, banking  and  petroleum  inter- 
ests in  the  Southern  United  States 
and  in  Central  America.  He  also 
owns  and  operates  one  of  the  largest 
plantations  and  live  stock  operations 
in  Louisiana.  It  is  located  in  East 
Carroll  Parish. 

"Mr.  Ascher's  25  years'  experience 
in  the  sugar  business  has  been  con- 
cerned with  various  phases  of  sugar 
operations. 

"Leon  Godchaux  II  of  New  Or- 
leans is  a  descendant  of  the  founder 
of  the  original  company  and  was  for- 
merly president  of  Godchaux  Sugars, 
Inc. 

"Mr.  Taylor  is  a  graduate  of  the 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


Although  this  harvest  is  not  yet 
completed,  it  is  evident  to  all  that 
Louisiana  will  produce  more  sugar 
from  the  1961  cane  crop  than  any 
other  Louisiana  sugar  crop  before  in 
history.  The  figures  now  indicate 
that  slightly  more  than  600,000  tons 
of  sugar,  raw  value,  will  be  produced 
from  this  crop.  This  will  be  approx- 
imately 110,000  tons  more  than  the 
former  record  of  1938  when  491,000 
tons  of  sugar  was  produced  during 
that  year. 

This  year,  Louisiana  will  average 
about  25  tons  of  net  cane  per  acre 
for  the  State  average  on  approxi- 
mately 276,000  acres  in  cane  for 
sugar.  This  is  the  highest  State  aver- 
age since  1904  when  26  tons  of  cane 
per  acre  was  produced  on  200,000 
acres. 

Many  growers  have  commented  on 
the  reasons  for  this  above  normal 
crop.  In  general  there  is  fair  agree- 
ment on  the  factors  which  contribut- 
ed to  the  high  yields  of  this  year. 
Of  major  importance  was  the  fact 
that  both  plant  cane  and  stubble  cane 
stands  were  good  all  over  the  belt. 
There  were  very  few  poor  scrappy 
looking  fields. 

Suckering  was  good  in  all  varieties 
and  particularly  in  C.  P.  44-101  plant 
cane.  Often  in  the  past  C.  P.  44-101 
plant  cane  has  not  suckered  too  well, 
although  the  variety  has  always  been 
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The  1961  Cane  Crop 

known  for  its  excellent  suckerir 
ability  in  stubble  cane.  Many  gro\ 
ers  had  reservations  about  the  lo; 
of  suckers  in  C.  P.  52-68  during  la 
June  and  early  July.  At  least  oi 
grower  said  it  was  "self  thinning 
However,  these  worries  were  all  fo 
gotten  once  harvest  began  since  tl 
variety  produced  some  of  the  be; 
tonnage  in  the  belt  although  it  m; 
tured  a  little  later  than  usual. 

With  the  exception  of  some  se 
tions  in  the  Western  Area  rainfa 
was  more  than  adequate.  Growl 
rates  were  good.  Growth  measur 
ments  showed  this  but  it  was  als 
very  evident  to  all  who  observed  tl 
length  of  the  joints,  particularly  i 
the  variety  C.  P.  52-68.  Most  gro\ 
ers  have  commented  on  the  large  sis 
of  the  barrel  on  all  varieties.  Eve 
the  barrel  size  of  C.  P.  47-193  w* 
larger  this  year  than  in  prior  year 
Cane  filled  out  in  the  tops.  Stal 
weight  was  heavy,  and  this  was 
major  contributing  factor  towai 
high  yields. 

Sucrose  was  generally  good.  Pur 
ty  was  poor  at  the  beginning  < 
grinding  but  it  gradually  improve 
several  days  after  a  general  rainfa 
The  cool  weather  checked  growth  ar 
the  lack  of  freezes  allowed  maturit 
Harvesting  conditions  were  excellei 
for  more  than  two  thirds  of  the  cro 
Almost  without  exception  all  wei 
pleased  with  the  1961  cane  crop. 


University  of  Texas  and  holds  a  grad- 
uate Business  Degree  from  New  York 
University.  Mr.  Bennett  is  also  a 
graduate  of  the  University  of  Texas. 
"The    Godchaux    Sugar    Refinery 
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produces  extra  fine  granulated,  10- 
powdered,  light  and  dark  brown  suj 
ars  for  family  use  and  special  sugai 
both  solid  and  liquid,  for  industri, 


use. 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Groping  or  Fumbling 

A  recent  issue  of  the  Wall  Street 
ournal  carried  a  story  with  this 
eadline:  "Sugar  Men  Grope  Toward 

Compromise  Plan  to  Boost  U.  S. 

rowers'  Market  Share".  That  head- 
rig  certainly  is  not  descriptive  of  the 
leeting  held  in  Washington  Decem- 
er  13,  14  and  15  when  the  various 
egments  of  the  domestic  sugar  in- 
ustry  made  an  earnest  attempt  to 
rrive  at  a  common  legislative  posi- 
ion  with  respect  to  amendment  and 
xtension  of  the  Sugar  Act  which  ex- 
►ires  June  30,  1962. 

At  the  Government's  request  in- 
dustry representatives  met  with  rep- 
resentatives of  the  Agriculture  and 
ftate  Departments  who  asked  the  in- 
lustry  for  its  answers  to  three  broad 
[uestions : 

(1)  Division  of  quotas  between 
[oreign  and  domestic  producers,  and 
livision  of  the  domestic  share  among 
he  various  domestic  groups. 

(2)  "White"  (direct  consumption, 
le.,  fully  refined)  sugar  quotas. 

(3)  Elimination  of  the  so-called 
'quota  premium,"  the  differential  be- 
ween  the  domestic  raw  sugar  price 
ind  the  "world"  raw  sugar  price.  In- 
volved in  this  is  the  question  of  a 
'world  quota"  instead  of  individual 
:ountry  quotas  for  imported  sugar. 

The  industry  representatives  were 
"equested  to  attend  another  confer- 
snce  later  in  the  week  with  Govern- 
nent  representatives  after  answers 
o  the  above  questions  were  devel- 
oped. At  that  later  conference  the 
ndustry  reported  to  Government  rep- 
'esentatives  as  follows : 

1.    The  industry  believes  that  the 


new  law  should  be  a  five-year  or  six- 
year  law,  effective  January  1,  1962, 
and  continuing  through  December  31, 
1966  or  1967.  This  is  on  the  assump- 
tion that  the  new  law  will  be  passed 
by  the  end  of  June,  1962,  when  the 
present  law  expires. 

2.  The  industry  also  believes  that 
all  foreign  sugar  should  be  imported 
in  raw  form. 

3.  On  the  question  of  new  sugar- 
beet  growers,  it  was  proposed  that  in 
addition  to  the  present  provisions  of 
the  law  regarding  new  and  small 
growers,  the  Secretary  be  authorized 
to  reserve  up  to  20,000  acres  a  year, 
out  of  the  sugarbeet  acreage  total, 
specifically  for  growth  and  expan- 
sion of  the  beet  sugar  industry.  Such 
allocations  would  be  made  after  no- 
tice and  opportunity  for  public  hear- 
ing. The  allocations  for  expansion 
would  come  out  of  whatever  total 
acreage  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
would  set  for  the  beet  sugar  area. 

4.  New  basic  quotas  for  the  do- 
mestic areas  would  range  between  60 
and  62  per  cent  of  the  total  consump- 
tion estimate,  on  a  base  of  anticipated 
actual  consumption  next  year,  which, 
as  you  know,  is  generally  accepted  at 
about  9,700,000  tons.  The  division  of 
the  60  to  62  per  cent  among  the  in- 
dividual domestic  producing  areas  is 
still  under  discussion. 

5.  It  was  proposed  that  67%  per 
cent  of  the  growth  in  consumption 
above  the  9,700,000  tons  should  go  to 
the  continental  areas,  and  that  three- 
fourths  of  this  should  be  allocated 
to  the  domestic  beet  area  and  one- 

(Continued  on  page  79) 
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handle  specific  assignments. 


RESEARCH  COORDINATING  COMMITTEE 
(Sub-Committee  of   Contact  Committee) 

Horace  Nelson,  Chairman,  523  Foret  St.  Lloyd  L.  Lauden,  414  Whitney  Bldg. 


Thibodaux,  La. 


New  Orleans  12,  La. 
M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 
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STUNTING  DISEASE   CONTROL  COMMITTEE 
(Sub-Committee  of   Contact   Committee) 


Louis  Arceneaux,  Chairman 

Route  1,  Box  75,  Port  Allen,  La. 

E.  V.  Abbott 

U.S.D.A.  Experiment  Station, 
Houma,  La. 


S.  J.  P.  Chilton,  L.S.U. 

Baton  Rouge  3,  La. 
Lloyd  L.  Lauden,  414  Whitney  Bldg. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 
William  McCollam,  Houma,  La. 
C.  W.  Upp,  L.S.U.,  Baton  Rouge  3,  La. 


FREIGHT   RATE   COMMITTEE 


Lucien  Bauduc,  Chairman 

South   Coast   Corp.,   Carondelet   Bldg. 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 
Thomas  H.  Allen,  Franklin,  La. 
F.  Evans  Farwell,  1002  Whitney  Bldg. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 


L.  C.  Gerard,  726  Whitney  Bldg. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 
W.  F.  Rellstab,  J.  Aron  &  Co.,  Inc. 

336  Magazine  St.,  New  Orleans  12,  La. 
H.  C.  Vaccaro,  P.  O.  Box  910 

New  Orleans  8,  La. 
M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 


EMPLOYEE   RELATIONS   COMMITTEE 


Andrew  P.  Gay,  Chairman, 

Plaquemine,  La. 
J.  A.  Akers,  Rt.  1,  Box  79 

New  Iberia,  La. 
Sterling  Bain,  Bunkie,  La. 
Edw.  Burguieres,  Louisa,  La. 
W.  S.  Chadwick,  P.  O.  Box  910 

New  Orleans  8,  La. 
Fernand  Falgoust,  St.  James,  La. 
Murphy  Foster,  Franklin,  La. 
Ulysse  Gonsoulin,  Jr.,  New  Iberia,  La. 
Kenneth  Kahao,  Route  1,  Port  Allen,  La. 
Wilson  Lepine,  Thibodaux,  La. 
Earl  G.  Luke,  Franklin,  La. 


Richard  McCarthy,  Jr.,  P.  0.  Box  583 

New  Orleans  7,  La. 
Horace  Nelson,  523  Foret  St. 

Thibodaux,  La. 
Lawrence  Noel,  Donaldsonville,  La. 
Felix  Savoie,  Paincourtville,  La. 
Dubourg  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  La. 
Joseph  Thibodaux,  R.F.D.   #1 
Thibodaux,  La. 
Rouby  Thibodaux,  132  Suthon  Avenue 

Houma,  La. 
Roland  Toups,  South  Coast  Corporation 

Houma,  La. 
Ivan  Wilbert,  Plaquemine,  La. 


INDUSTRIAL  COMMITTEE 


J.  H.  Thibaut,  Chairman,  P.  O.  Box  431 

Donaldsonville,  La. 
Victor  J.  Bailliet,  Thibodaux,  La. 
Frank  L.  Barker,  Jr.,  Lockport,  La. 
F.  Evans  Farwell,  1002  Whitney  Bldg. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 
J.  N.  Foret,  Supreme,  La. 
Will  G.  Gibbens,  Jr.,  726  Whitney  Bldg. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 
Wilmer  Grayson,  Baton  Rouge,  La. 
W.  F.  Guilbeau 

Southern  Regional  Laboratory 

1100  Robert  E.  Lee  Blvd. 

New  Orleans  19,  La. 
A.  J.  Isacks,  Southdown,  Inc. 

Houma,  La. 
Arthur  G.  Keller,  L.S.U. 

Baton  Rouge  3,  La. 


Irving  Legendre,  Lafourche  Sugar  Co. 

Thibodaux,  La. 
Irving  Legendre,  Jr.,  Thibodaux,  La. 
Dr.  L.  F.  Martin,  Southern  Regional  Lab. 

1100  Robert  E.  Lee  Blvd. 

New  Orleans  19,  La. 
E.  W.  McNeil,  Cinclare,  La. 
M.  J.  McNulty,  Franklin,  La. 
Charles  C.  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La. 
Carl    Stewart,    Audubon    Sugar   Factory 

L.S.U.,  Baton  Rouge  3,  La. 
Roland  Toups,  South  Coast  Corp. 

Houma,  La. 
Frank  A.  Vought,  Dugas  &  LeBlanc, 

Paincourtville,  La. 
M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 


RAW  SUGAR  COMMITTEE 


J.  B.  Levert,  Chairman,  823  Perdido  St. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 
A.  V.  Allain,  Rt.  1,  Box  368 

Jeanerette,  La. 
Thomas  H.  Allen,  Franklin,  La. 
Edw.  Burguieres,  Louisa,  La. 
F.  Evans  Farwell,  1002  Whitney  Bldg. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 


F.  A.  Graugnard,  Jr.,  St.  James,  La. 
Lionel  Kling,  New  Iberia,  La. 
E.  W.  McNeil,  Cinclare,  La. 
Chas.  D.  Naguin,  Thibodaux,  La. 
Sabin  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La. 
Ed.  Schexnayder,  Box  577 

White  Castle,  La. 
M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 


BLACKSTRAP   MOLASSES   COMMITTEE 

Roland  Toups,  Chairman  W.  C.  Kemper,  P.  O.  Box  910 

South  Coast  Corp,  Houma,  La.  New  Orleans  8,  La. 

Irving  Legendre,  Thibodaux,  La. 
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EDIBLE   MOLASSES  COMMITTEE 

Edward  T.  Supple,  Chairman  Casimir  Graugnard,  Edgard,  La. 

Bayou  Goula,  La.  Paul  Kessler,  White  Castle,  La. 

F.  Evans  Farwell,  1002  Whitney  Bldg.  Claude  H.  Levet,  Reserve,  La. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 


Paul  Kessler,  Chairman 
White  Castle,  La. 


SYRUP  COMMITTEE 

F.  Evans  Farwell,  1002  Whitney  Bldg. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 
Claude  H.  Levet,  Reserve,  La. 


FLOOD  CONTROL  COMMITTEE 

E.  W.  McNeil,  Chairman,  Cinclare,  La.  C.  J.  Talbot,  Valverda,  La. 


John  Tregre,  Route  2 

Napoleonville,  La. 
C.  O.  Watts,  Rougon,  La. 


Brannon  Beyt,  St.  Martinville,  La. 
Frank  Carruth  II,  Lobdell,  La. 
A.  L.  Casselman,  Jeanerette,  La. 
Sabin  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La. 

FARM  MACHINERY  COMMITTEE 

Roland  L.  Toups,  Chairman  Charles  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La 


Clay  Terry,  Franklin,  La. 

M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 


South  Coast  Corp,  Houma,  La. 
Eugene  Graugnard,  St.  James,  La. 

BAGASSE  COMMITTEE 

Thomas  H.  Allen,  Chairman,  Charles  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La. 

Franklin,  La.  Dubourg  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  La. 

Felix  P.  Broussard,  Jeanerette,  La.  Roland  Toups,  South  Coast  Corp. 

A.  E:  Hughes,  Iberia  Sugar  Coop.  Houma,  La. 

New  Iberia,  La.  M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 
A.  J.  Isacks,  Houma,  La. 

DRAINAGE  AND  DEEP  TILLAGE  COMMITTEE 

Eugene  Graugnard,  Chairman                  .  J.  Malcolm  Duhe,  Jeanerette,  La. 


St.  James,  La. 


Bronier  Thibaut,  Napoleonville,  La. 


PROPORTIONATE   SHARE  COMMITTEE 


W.  S.  Chadwick,  Chairman 

P.  O.  Box  910,  New  Orleans  8,  La. 
Sterling  Bain,  Bunkie,  La. 
Don  Caffery,  Franklin,  La. 
I  J.  A.  Dornier,  Central,  La. 
i  James  Graugnard,  St.  James,  La. 
|   Kenneth  Kahao,  Rt.  1,  Port  Allen,  La. 
S   Pierre  Lanaux,  Lucy,  La. 
J   Earl  G.  Luke,  Route  1,  Chatsworth 

Franklin,  La. 
!   J.  J.  Munson,  The  South  Coast  Corp. 
Houma,  La. 


Charles  Naquin,  Lafourche  Sugar  Co. 

Thibodaux,  La. 
R.  L.  Roane,  Jr.,  Albania  Sugar  Co. 

Jeanerette,  La. 
Charles  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La. 
Ed.  Schexnayder,  Box  577 

White  Castle,  La. 
J.  J.  Shaffer,  Jr. 

Thomson  Machinery  Co. 

Thibodaux,  La. 
Alfred  A.  Thibaut,  New  Roads,  La. 
M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 


IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  69) 
fourth  to  the  mainland  cane  area. 
Quotas  for  the  other  domestic  pro- 
ducing areas — Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico 
and  the  Virgin  Islands — would  be  in- 
creased if  their  marketable  produc- 
tion indicates  a  need  for  this;  in  no 
case,  would  their  quotas  exceed  levels 
provided  by  existing  law. 

6.  In  the  absence  of  definitive  in- 
formation about  the  Government's 
intentions  with  respect  to  capturing 
the  so-called  "quota  premium,"  the 
industry  was  unable  to  offer  any  con- 
structive comments  regarding  impact 
on  the  domestic  industry.  The  in- 
dustry pointed  out  it  is  not  concerned 
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primarily  with  the  foreign  policy  as- 
pects, but  rather  with  the  effect  on 
the  domestic  industry's  day-to-day 
operations. 

The  White  House  has  indicated 
that  a  message  on  sugar  will  be  sent 
to  Congress  shortly  after  it  convenes 
January  10.  Administration  spokes- 
men say  sugar  should  be  "out  of  the 
way"  before  Congress  takes  up  the 
Omnibus  Farm  Bill  and  the  highly 
controversial  proposal  on  tariff  re- 
duction. 

The  industry  is  no  longer  groping. 
The  Government  has  blown  the 
whistle;  the  industry  has  the  ball. 
Let's  hope  and  pray  it  does  not 
fumble. 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,  La. 


Telephone   J  A    2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter  M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE 

LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 

AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 
LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  Gay os o  St. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

NATIONAL  SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL   BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 
P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &  HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

823  Perdido  Street 
New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 
CORP.,   INC. 

H.   B.   NAQUIN 
John   Deere   Dealer 

837  Whitney  Building 
New  Orleans,  La. 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 

Thibodaux,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ca 


OF    QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.   &.   L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


IE 


Kl 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Missing 

We  looked  around  today  and 
[ouldn't  find  either  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 
r  the  Old  Mule.  Both  were  missing. 
Joyd,  we  remembered,  was  off  to 
unny  Florida  with  37  other  men 
rom  the  bayou  country  but  we  knew 
or  sure  that  the  Old  Mule  wasn't 
vith  him. 

After  frantic  inquiry  we  finally  lo- 
oted our  stalwart  market  character 
liding  up  in  Boston  where  he  said 
le  had  gone  to  get  warm.  It  was  only 
:8  degrees  up  there  and  he  consid- 
ered this  quite  an  improvement  over 
;he  10  degrees  Fahrenheit  we  were 
laving  down  here.  Which  confirms 
vhat  we  have  been  saying  for  many 
fears,  namely,  "our  Old  Mule  is  a 
Dretty  smart  cookie".  P.S.  Lloyd,  too. 

Southern  Farm  Forum 

The  fifteenth  annual  Southern 
Farm  Forum,  sponsored  by  the  Agri- 
cultural Committee  of  the  Chamber 
)f  Commerce  of  the  New  Orleans 
Area  will  be  held  January  18th  and 
L9th  in  the  Roosevelt  Hotel.  Regis- 
;rations  will  begin  at  8:30  on  the 
norning  of  January  18th  at  the  en- 
hance of  the  Grand  Ballroom.  There 
I  no  reservation  fee.  Gilbert  J.  Dur- 
rin,  General  Manager  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Cane  League,  who  is  chair- 
nan  of  the  Agriculture  Committee  of 
;he  Chamber  of  Commerce,  is  also 
Chairman  of  the  Farm  Forum  Com- 
mittee. The  presiding  officer  will 
3e  Mr.  Webster  Pendergrass,  Vice- 
chairman,  Southwide  Farm  Forum 
Advisory  Committee,  Dean,  College 
)f  Agriculture,  University  of  Ten- 
lessee,  Knoxville,  Tennessee. 

Queen  of  the  Forum  is  Miss  Maria 
Dolvin  of  Ruston,  La. 


The  theme  of  the  Forum  will  be 
"Trends  in  Southern  Agriculture". 

The  program  for  the  two  day  meet- 
ing will  be  as  follows : 
TENURE  AND  SIZE  OF  FARM- 
ING UNITS 

Darryl  R.  Francis,  First  Vice-Presi- 
dent, Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  St. 
Louis,  St.  Louis,  Missouri. 
MARKETING 

Dr.     Lloyd     Downen,     Agricultural 
Economist,  Agricultural  Extension 
Service,   University  of  Tennessee, 
Knoxville,  Tennessee. 
FARMING  SYSTEMS 
Dr.  Max  R.  Langham,  Asst.  Profes- 
sor, Agricultural  Economics,  Lou- 
isiana    State     University,     Baton 
Rouge,  La. 
LAND-LABOR-CAPITAL 
Dr.  Rupert  B.  Johnson,  Leader,  Ex- 
tension    Economics     Department, 
Agricultural     Extension     Service, 
Mississippi  State  University,  State 
College,  Mississippi. 
Questions  from  the  audience. 

12:05  P.M. — Luncheon 
Blue  Room,  Roosevelt  Hotel 

The  Farm  Forum  group  will  attend 
the  luncheon  of  the  Members' 
Council  of  the  Chamber  of  Com- 
merce of  the  New  Orleans  Area. 
Thomas  A.  Prevost,  Chairman  of 
Members'  Council  will  preside. 

The  speaker  will  be  Dr.  Watrous  H. 
Irons,  President,  Federal  Reserve 
Bank  of  Dallas,  Dallas,  Texas. 

Topic — "The  Dangers  of  Inflation  to 
the  Economy  of  Our  Country." 

2:00   P.M. — Grand   Ball   Room 
Roosevelt   Hotel 

Presiding  Officer — Clinton  Perkins, 
Jr.,  Vice-Chairman,   Farm  Forum 

(Continued  on  page  85) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Some  progress  has  been  made  in 
the  growing  of  sugar  cane  in  almost 
every  sugar  cane  growing  country  of 
the  world  during  the  past  thirty 
years.  The  progress  made  has  been 
made  through  the  efforts  of  scien- 
tific research  which  had  as  its  pri- 
mary objective  the  solving  of  a  spe- 
cific problem  for  the  immediate  fu- 
ture. An  example  of  this  was  the 
outbreak  and  general  wide  spread  of 
the  dreaded  Mosaic  disease  of  sugar 
cane  in  several  sugar  countries  of  the 
world  thirty  years  ago.  Crash  pro- 
grams were  undertaken  to  breed  va- 
rieties which  were  resistant  to  the 
disease.  The  result  of  this  effort  is 
now  history.  In  the  case  of  Louisi- 
ana this  effort  meant  the  road  back. 

Another  serious  worldwide  prob- 
lem which  cane  growers  have  been 
and  are  still  faced  with  is  "Varietal 
Yield  Decline."  Simply  stated,  varie- 
tal yield  decline  means  the  gradual 
and  sometimes  rapid  deterioration  of 
a  variety  from  its  original  potential. 
Because  sugar  care  is  vegetatively 
propagated,  theoretically,  once  a  high 
yielding,  disease  resistant  variety  is 
developed  it  should  continue  to  pro- 
duce in  the  same  manner  and  at  the 
same  level  of  production  forever. 
This  is  not  the  case.  In  almost  every 
case,  a  newly  developed  variety  be- 
gins to  deteriorate  or  "run  out"  a 
few  years  after  the  variety  is  in  wide- 
spread production.  In  many  cases  a 
new  variety  is  very  short  lived.  Only 
rarely  does  a  variety  live  on  at  its 
original  production  for  more  than 
several  years. 

The    failure    of    new    varieties    to 


Varietal  Yield  Decline 

maintain  their  original  yields  is  re< 
ognized  as  one  of  the  most  comple 
and  costly  problems  of  the  sugar  can 
industry.  This  is  evidenced  by  th 
fact  that  the  Tenth  Congress  of  th 
International  Society  of  Sugarcan 
Technologists  which  met  in  Hawa 
in  1959  devoted  a  goodly  part  of  it 
three  week  program  to  this  subjec 

All  of  the  factors  responsible  fo 
yield  decline  have  not  been  identifie 
and  only  a  few  of  them  have  bee 
adequately  studied  to  develop  contn 
measures.  Without  basic  researc 
aimed  at  solving  this  problem,  yielc 
of  newly  released  varieties  will  cor 
tinue  to  rapidly  decline.  These  varie 
ties  will  require  constant  replacemer 
with  higher  yielding  varieties  whicl 
in  turn,  will  also  rapidly  decline  i 
yield.  To  add  to  this  problem  is  th 
progressive  decrease  in  the  yields  c 
the  stubble  crops  which  require  fr( 
quent  replanting  at  great  cost  to  th 
industry. 

Preliminary  studies  in  many  cour 
tries  have  yielded  some  informatioi 
but  a  more  comprehensive  study  c 
all  the  factors  concerned  is  now  neec 
ed  to  yield  knowledge  which  will  hel 
solve  this  crippling  problem. 

Because  of  the  magnitude  of  thi 
problem  representatives  of  the  sugs 
industries  of  Hawaii,  Louisiana  an 
Florida  in  conference  with  represei 
tatiVes  of  the  Department  of  Agr 
cultural  Research  Service,  have  ou 
lined  a  plan  of  attack. 

Louisiana  cane  growers  will  be  hajf 
py  to  learn  that  the  American  Sug£ 
Cane  League  will  ask  Congress  to  a] 
(Continued  on  page  86) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Guessing 

The  greatest  guessing  game  in  the 
Arorld  is  in  full  swing.  Washington 
s  literally  bulging  with  lobbyists  of 
ill  ages,  creeds  and  colors  who  will 
jpend  millions  of  dollars  wining  and 
lining  policy  makers  and  lawmakers. 
Did  pros,  young  pros  and  amateurs 
ire  doing  their  best  to  look  into  the 
!uture  and  foretell  what  the  second 
session  of  the  87th  Congress  will 
>ring  forth. 

Louisiana's  Hale  Boggs  Honored 

One  of  the  nicest  things  done  in 
;his  Congress  to  date  is  the  appoint- 
nent  of  Louisiana's  Hale  Boggs  as 
Democratic  Whip  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  Hale  is  the  No.  3 
nan  on  the  House  Democratic  leader- 
ship team.  The  honor  conferred  on 
lim  is  well  deserved  and  recognizes 
lis  years  of  loyal,  efficient  service 
;o  his  party  and  his  country.  His  is 
i  very  tough  job  but  we  predict  he 
tfill  be  one  of  the  most  colorful,  effec- 
;ive  Whips  the  House  has  ever  known. 


The  Back  Burner  For  Sugar 

A  few  short  weeks  ago  top  officials 
in  the  Agriculture  and  State  Depart- 
ments were  predicting  that  sugar  leg- 
islation would  be  the  very  first  of  a 
number  of  hot  legislative  subjects  to 
be  considered  when  Congress  con- 
vened January  10.  Those  individuals 
seemingly  have  changed  their  think- 
ing and  instead  of  letting  the  sugar 
pot  come  to  a  boil  they  have  pushed 
it  on  to  a  "back  burner"  to  simmer 
for  an  indefinite  period.  No  govern- 
ment spokesman  will  give  the  reason 
for  this  change  other  than  to  say  that 
numerous  important  matters  must 
have  attention  ahead  of  sugar  legisla- 
tion. One  of  the  reasons  could  be  that 
the  Administration  is  still  hoping  the 
domestic  industry  will  agree  on  the 
provisions  of  a  Sugar  Bill.  Such 
agreement  would  eliminate  some  of 
the  controversial  features  of  any  Sug- 
ar Bill  proposed  by  the  Democratic 
Administration  without  full  industry 
support. 


Committee,  College  Relations  and 
Employment  Supervisor,  Southern 
Bell  Tel.  &  Tel.  Co.,  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana. 
PANEL— "How    Should    Production 
of    Agricultural    Products 
be  Brought  in  Line   With 
Demand  —  by  (1)  Market 
Prices   or    (2)    Production 
Control  Programs?" 
Panel   Leader — Dr.    N.    D.    Morgan, 
member,  Southwide  Advisory  Com- 
mittee,     Southwest      Agronomist, 


American    Potash    Institute,    Inc., 
Shreveport,  Louisiana. 

Panel  Members : 

Dr.  James  T.  Ralph,  Assistant  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture,  U.S.D.A., 
Washington,  D.  C. 

L.  L.  Lovell,  President,  Louisiana 
Farm  Bureau  Federation,  Baton 
Rouge,  Louisiana. 

Dr.    Alexander    Nunn,    Executive 
Editor,  The  Progressive  Farmer, 
Birmingham,  Alabama. 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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DETERMINATION  OF  COMMERCIALLY  RECOVERABLE 

SUGAR  FOR  THE  1961  CROP  OF  LOUISIANA  SUGARCAN 

Hundredweights   of    Sugar,    Raw    Value,    Commercially    Recoverable    Per    Net    Ton    of 
Sugarcane  for  Percentages  of  Sucrose  in  Normal  Juice  from  8.0%   to  18.0%   inclusive 


%  Sucrose 

Cwt.  Sugar 

%  Sucrose 

Cwt.  Sugar 

%  Sucrose 

Cwt.  Sugar 

Normal 

Per  Ton 

Normal 

Per  Ton 

Normal 

Per  Ton 

Juice 

Cane 

Juice 

Cane 

Juice 

Cane 

8.0 

.950 

11.7 

1.596 

15.4 

2.261 

8.1 

.967 

11.8 

1.614 

15.5 

2.279 

8.2 

.985 

11.9 

1.631 

15.6 

2.298 

8.3 

1.002 

12.0 

1.649 

15.7 

2.316 

8.4 

1.020 

12.1 

1.667 

15.8 

2.334 

8.5 

1.037 

12.2 

1.684 

15.9 

2.352 

8.6 

1.055 

12.3 

1.702 

16.0 

2,370 

8.7 

1.072 

12.4 

1.719 

16.1 

2.388 

8.8 

1.090 

12.5 

1.737 

16.2 

2.407 

8.9 

1.107 

12.6 

1.755 

16.3 

2.425 

9.0 

1.125 

12.7 

1.772 

16.4 

2.444 

9.1 

1.142 

12.8 

1.790 

16.5 

2.462 

9.2 

1.159 

12.9 

1.807 

16.6 

2.481 

9.3 

1.177 

13.0 

1.825 

16.7 

2.499 

9.4 

1.194 

13.1 

1.843 

16.8 

2.518 

9.5 

1.211 

13.2 

1.861 

16.9 

2.536 

9.6 

1.228 

13.3 

1.879 

17.0 

2.555 

9.7 

1.245 

13.4 

1.897 

17.1 

2.573 

9.8 

1.263 

13.5 

1.915 

17.2 

2.592 

9.9 

1.280 

13.6 

1.934 

17.3 

2.610 

10.0 

1.297 

13.7 

1.952 

17.4 

2.629 

10.1 

1.314 

13.8 

1.970 

17.5 

2.647 

10.2 

1.332 

13.9 

1.988 

17.6 

2.666 

10.3 

1.349 

14.0 

2.006 

17.7 

2.684 

10.4 

1.367 

14.1 

2.024 

17.8 

2.703 

10.5 

1.384 

14.2 

2.043 

17.9 

2.721 

10.6 

1.402 

14.3 

2.061 

18.0 

2.740 

10.7 

1.419 

14.4 

2.079 

10.8 

1.437 

14.5 

2.097 

10.9 

1.454 

14.6 

2.116 

11.0 

1.472 

14.7 

2.134 

11.1 

1.490 

14.8 

2.152 

11.2 

1.507 

14.9 

2.171 

11.3 

1.525 

15.0 

2.189 

11.4 

1.543 

15.1 

2.207 

11.5 

1.560 

15.2 

2.225 

11.6 

1.578 

15.3 

2.243 

IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  84) 
propriate  money  for  research  which 
should  yield  knowledge,  to  help  solve 
the  long  overdue  problem  of  Varietal 
Yield  Decline. 


Joe    D.    Boyd,    Regional    Editor, 
Farm  Journal,  Montgomery,  Ala- 
bama. 
Questions  from  the  audience. 
FRIDAY,   JANUARY   19 
9:15  A.M. — Grand  Ball  Room 
Roosevelt  Hotel 

Fred  R.  Robertson,  Member,  South- 
wide  Farm  Forum  Advisory  Com- 
mittee, Director  (Acting),  Agri- 
cultural Extension  Service,  Auburn 


University,  Auburn,  Ala. 
PANEL — "Are  State  and  Local  Gow 
eminent  Price  Regulation 
of  Milk  and  Other  Foods  or 
Wholesale  and  Retail  Lew 
els     Good     for     Southerl 
Agriculture?" 
Panel  Leader — Dr.  G.  M.  Crews,  Did 
trict  Procurement  Manager,  Sea! 
test      Foods      Division,  '  Nation*! 
Dairy  Products  Corp.,  Chattanod 
ga,  Tenn. 
Panel  Members : 

Glenn      G.      Summers,      Manage] 
Nashville  Milk  Producers,   Inc| 
Nashville,  Tennessee. 
W.  W.  Moffett,  Jr.,  Executive  Sec- 
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retary,    Mississippi    Milk   Com- 
mission, Jackson,  Mississippi. 
I   C.  Ellis  Henican,  Attorney  At  Law, 
New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 
Sam   H.   Smith,   President,   Smith 
Milk  Co.,  Inc.,  Franklinton,  La. 

Questions  from  the  audience. 

12:15  P.M. — Luncheon 
Blue   Room,    Roosevelt   Hotel 

Courtesy — Agricultural  Chemicals 
Division,  Shell  Chemical  Company 


Presiding — Gilbert  J.  Durbin,  Chair- 
man, Farm  Forum  Committee, 
Vice-President  and  General  Man- 
ager, American  Sugar  Cane 
League,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana. 

Address — S.  H.  McAllister,  General 
Manager,  Agricultural  Chemicals 
Division,  Shell  Chemical  Company, 
New  York. 


Topic  —  "  'Sciosophy' 

logical  Frontier." 
Closing  of  the  Forum. 


and    the    Bio- 


Commercial  Members  of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 

AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO.,  OF 

LOUISIANA,  INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

NATIONAL  SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL   BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 

P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &  HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

823  Perdido  Street 
New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 
CORP.,   INC. 

H.  B.  NAQUIN 
John  Deere   Dealer 

837  Whitney  Building 
New  Orleans,  La. 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 

Thibodaux,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

C3 


OF  QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.  &.  L.  ENGINEERING  CO.,  INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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How  to  grow 

up  to  10  tons  more 

cane  per  acre! 


Incredible,  yes !  But  you  can  expect  that  much 
of  a  yield  increase  by  controlling  weeds  and 
grasses  in  your  cane  fields. 

Weed  and  grass  competition  means  less 
space  for  sugarcane  to  grow ;  less  food,  water 
and  sunlight;  less  efficient  use  of  fertilizer. 
State  agricultural  research  has  shown  that 
a  program  of  weed  and  grass  control  can 
mean  acreage  increases  of  10  tons  or  more 
per  year  during  a  three-year  crop  (plant  and 
two  stubbles). 

The  program?  Here  are  three  products 
from  The  Dow  Chemical  Company  that  will 
control  problem  grasses,  including  Johnson, 
and  weeds  at  a  lower  cost  than  any  other 
method : 

Dow  Sodium  TCA  94%  —  Quick-dis- 
solving granules  give  fast,  easy,  economical 
control  of  problem  grasses.  Apply  as  a  pre- 
emergent,  or  early  post-emergent  spray,  or 
as  a  follow-up  spot  treatment. 

2-4  Dow®  Weed  Killer,  Formula  40® 

—For  economical  control  of  alligator  and  a 


wide  variety  of  other  broadleaf  weeds.  It 
comes  as  a  liquid  amine  salt  formulation  for! 
low-volume  spraying.  May  be  mixed  with! 
Dow  Sodium  TCA  94  %  or  Dowpon  grass 
killer  for  both  weed  and  grass  control  in  one| 
application. 


Dowpon®  grass  killer  — For  tops-to- 
roots  control  of  such  perennial  grasses  as 
Johnson,  Bermuda,  Alexander.  Dowpon, 
sprayed  on  grass  leaves,  works  its  wa| 
through  the  whole  plant— killing  down  to  the 
deepest  roots.  Used  in  combination  with 
Dow  Sodium  TCA  94%  which  kills  grasses 
by  penetrating  the  soil  and  attacking  the 
roots,  they  provide  the  most  effective  grass- 
killing  team  you  can  use! 

Get  the  full  value  from  your  acreage. 
See  your  Dow  supplier  now  and  start  a  pro- 
gram of  grass  and  weed  control! 

PRODUCTS  ADVERTISED  HEREIN  COMPLY  WITH  U.  S.  LAW 

When  used  as  directed  on  label  and  in  accordance  with  good  prac- 
tices, they  comply  with  Food  and  Drug  Law  and  other  Federal  Laws. 


DOW 


THE  DOW  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 

Midland,  Michigan 
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fcy  A.  IV.  Dykers 


Winners 

In  this  issue  we  complete  the  pic- 
tures we  have  of  the  High  Yield 
Awards  winners. 

We  reiterate  our  statement  made 
at  the  start  of  this  series  that  it  is 
always  a  pleasure  to  record  the  ac- 
complishments of  the  people  who  pro- 
duce more  cane  per  acre  than  others 
in  their  districts  because  these  farm- 
ers are  demonstrating  the  possibili- 
ties that  exist  and  are  pointing  the 
way  to  more  cane  per  acre  to  every- 
one in  the  business  of  growing  sugar 
cane  in  Louisiana.  The  pictures  are 
on  pages  97  and  98. 

The  Big  Freeze 

Perhaps  you  haven't  noticed  it, 
but  since  the  big  freeze  there  seems 
to  be  a  decided  lack  of  enthusiasm 
among  the  outdoor  type  about  cold 
weather.  Even  our  friends  who  have 
been  forced  to  rely  on  good  old  cherry 
bounce  because  their  pipes  "froze 
up"  are  admitting  that  enough  is 
enough. 

We  don't  know  how  it  is  with  you, 
but  where  we  live  unless  you  are  a 
blood  relative  of  one  of  the  Stillson 
Wrenchmen  you  are  out  -  of  -  luck. 
Plumbing  takes  muscles  and  none  of 
our  kin  went  in  for  it,  which  explains 
why,  at  our  house,  we  are  still  using 
the  hose. 

Perhaps  by  Independence  Day 
we'll  be  bathing  in  comfort  again, 
but  by  then  ...  ye  gads! 

Success 

Officials  of  the  American  Sugar 
Cane  League,  and  especially  J.  Mal- 
colm Duhe,  Chairman  of  the  League's 
Contact  Committee,   and   immediate 


Past-President  Warren  Harrang,  Jr., 
who  together  thought  up  the  idea,  are 
pointing  with  pride  these  days  to 
the  outstanding  success  of  the  short 
course  for  sugar  cane  farmers  held  at 
Louisiana  State  University  January 
15th  through  January  19th.  Statistic- 
ally, there  were  182  official  regis- 
trants for  the  course  with  25  others 
attending  selected  lectures.  One  hun- 
dred and  sixty  farmers,  including 
dred  and  sixty  farmers,  came  away 
from  the  course  with  "diplomas". 

It  was  a  busy  week.  Classes  began 
at  8:10  in  the  morning  and  were  not 
over  until  4:30  in  the  afternoon. 
During  the  five  days  of  classes,  eight- 
een experts  in  their  fields  discussed 
just  about  everything  a  sugar  cane 
farmer  could  want  to  know  about 
producing  a  cane  crop.  The  subjects 
covered  included  weed  and  grass  con- 
trol; cultivation;  insecticides;  field 
plot  techniques;  germination;  cost 
relative  to  production;  variety  devel- 
opment; the  cane  borer;  mosaic,  ra- 
toon  stunting  and  other  sugar  cane 
diseases;  insect  control;  the  deter- 
mination of  sucrose,  purity  and  trash 
in  cane;  cane  quality  relative  to  the 
Fair  Price  Determination ;  farm  pow- 
er; maintenance  of  farm  equipment; 
irrigation;  soil  fertility;  seed  plot 
planting  and  culture;  the  physical 
structure  of  soil  and  root  penetra- 
tion; field  drainage;  outlet  ditches 
and  deep  tillage ;  soil  testing ;  organic 
matter  and  lime;  variety  recommen- 
dations; insect  transmission  of  mo- 
saic ;  and  last,  but  by  no  means  least, 
harvesting. 

(Continued  on  page  98) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEI 


by  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 


Growers  will  be  interested  in  the 
following  letter  report  received  from 
Dr.  E.  V.  Abbott,  Superintendent  of 
the  U.S.D.A.  Houma  Sugar  Station. 
Dr.  Abbott  summarizes  temperatures 
received  during  this  year's  freeze  as 
well  as  temperatures  during  some  of 
the  worst  freezes  of  past  years.  In 
addition,  this  summary  also  includes 
the  condition  of  the  crop  following 
the  freezes  of  the  past. 

"From  January  9-13,  1962  the  Lou- 
isiana sugarcane  district  experienced 
the  most  severe  freezing  weather 
since  February,  1899.  The  minimum 
recorded  at  Houma  that  year  was  5°, 
and  this  year,  12°.  Reports  of  mini- 
mums  as  low  as  8°  have  been  re- 
ceived from  other  sections  of  the  dis- 
trict this  year.  The  duration  of  sub- 
freezing  temperatures  at  the  Houma 
station  from  8:00  P.M.  on  January 
9  to  8:00  A.M.  on  January  13,  1962 
is  tabulated  below : 


Duration  in 

Hours 

Temperature 

Continuous 

Total 

32°  or  below 

64 

79 

28°  or  below 

60 

74 

24°  or  below 

54 

65 

20°  or  below 

32 

37 

16°  or  below 

10 

13% 

12°  or  below 

2 

2 

On  the  morning  of  January  13, 
1962,  the  soil  was  frozen  to  a  depth 
of  4  inches  on  plant  cane  at  the  sta- 
tion, and  5-5 1/2  inches  on  stubble  in 
heavy  soil.  A  minimum  recording 
thermometer  placed  at  the  level  of 
the  seed  cane  with  about  6  inches  of 
dirt  showed  a  temperature  of  35°. 
In  a  field  with  4  inches  of  dirt  the 


The  January   1962   Freeze 

soil  was  frozen  to  the  level  of  the  t(| 
of  the  seed  piece. 

According  to  a  report  on  the  18J 
freeze  reprinted  in  The  Sugar-  BulB 
tin  for  February  1,  1940,  there  wej 
64  consecutive  hours  below  freezirj 
in  February  1899  (locality  not  dei 
nitely  stated  although  the  artic 
speaks  of  New  Orleans  and  vicinity 
33  hours  below  20°  and  14  hours  b 
low  10°.  Thus  the  lowest  minimu 
was  lower  and  the  duration  at  t\ 
low  point  was  greater  in  1899  tha 
in  1962. 

Winter  Freezes  in  19  W  and  1951 
The    most    severe    winter    freez 
within  the  previous  25  years  occurr 
from  January  15  -  February  2,  194 
and  from  February  1-4,   1951.    T 
lowest  minimum  at  Houma  in  19 
was  17°,  and  the  longest  continuo 
period   of   sub-freezing   temperatui 
was  approximately  44  hours.    Thei 
was  a  total  of  185  hours  below  free 
ing  during  the  19-day  period.    Fro 
February   1-4,    1951    there   were 
hours  below  freezing,  10  hours  at  2 
or  below,  and  1  hour  at  the  minimu 
of  14°.    In  both  years  the  soil  w 
frozen  to  a  depth  of  about  3-4  inche 
The  1940  freeze  caused  little  dire 
injury  to  plant  cane,  but  the  cool,  w 
weather  which  followed  during  Fe 
ruary  and   March   caused   some   d 
terioration  of  seed  cane.    Stands  0 
plant  cane  in  April,  however,  wer 
generally    satisfactory.     The    freez 
killed  the  top  eyes  on  stubble  piece] 
and  there  was  widespread  deteriora] 
tion  of  stubbles  during  the  cool,  w 
(Continued  on  page  96) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


/illis  Opposes  Global  Sugar  Quotas 

Our  good  friend,  Congressman  Ed 
/illis  of  Louisiana's  Third  District, 
as  expressed  his  own  sentiments 
nd  those  of  many  members  of  Con- 
ress  with  respect  to  President  Ken- 
edy's proposal  for  a  world  sugar 
uota  and  recapture  of  the  so-called 
rice  premium  paid  to  foreign  sup- 
liers  of  our  sugar  market: 

"According  to  the  Budget  Mes- 
sage of  the   President   legislation 
will  be   introduced  to  extend  the 
1  Sugar  Act  which  is  due  to  expire 
i  on  June  30.  That  part  is  fine.   But 
then  the  Message  goes  on  to  say 
that  under  the  new  proposal  'the 
difference    between    the    domestic 
J  and  world  price  of  sugar,  which 
is   currently    received    by   foreign 
suppliers  of  sugar  will  be  retained 
by  the  United  States,  with  an  esti- 
mated increase  in  1963  Budget  re- 
ceipts of  $180  million.'  " 

"As  I  now  see  it,  I  am  inclined 
to  believe  that  the  President  is  be- 
ing given  some  bad  advice  by  peo- 
ple who  have  had  little  experience 
with  the  operation  of  the  Sugar 
Act." 

"In  the  first  place,  the  compari- 
son between  the  domestic  and 
world  price  of  sugar  can  be  very 
misleading.  For  example,  the  total 
world  consumption  of  sugar  is 
about  50-million  tons  per  year. 
When  we  talk  about  world  price 
we  usually  refer  to  only  about  6- 
million  tons  of  distressed  sugar 
which  is  floating  around  without 
a  home  or  market.  The  balance  of 
about  4-million  tons  has  a  more  or 
less  stable  price,  which,  of  course, 


is  above  the  so-called  world  price 
of  the  floating  or  homeless  sugar. 
But  it  is  completely  wrong  to  give 
an  impression  that  the  domestic 
price  of  sugar  does  not  compare 
favorably  with  the  price  which 
housewives  and  consumers  have  to 
pay  elsewhere.  The  price  of  sugar 
in  Europe,  for  example,  is  usually 
about  the  same  and  frequently 
higher  than  the  price  in  the  United 
States,  but  the  price  in  Russia  is 
always  tremendously  higher." 

"Now,  I  realize  that  since  we 
can  no  longer  rely  on  a  supply  of 
sugar  from  Cuba  certain  foreign 
countries  seem  to  take  the  position 
that  they  are  entitled  to  our  mar- 
ket as  a  matter  of  right  with  no 
responsibility  attached  to  selling 
us  a  constant  supply.  But  I  doubt 
that  by  retaining  the  difference 
between  the  so-called  domestic  and 
world  price  which  used  to  go  to 
foreign  suppliers  and  putting  this 
sum  in  our  Treasury,  and  then 
turning  around  and  appropriating 
the  same  and  greater  amounts  to 
those  countries  in  the  shape  of  for- 
eign aid,  will  do  much  good.  But 
most  of  all,  I  am  fearful  that  this 
may  be  the  beginning  of  great 
damage  to  the  Sugar  Act  from  the 
point  of  view  of  our  domestic  in- 
dustry. Of  course,  the  bill  to  be 
sent  down  for  consideration  may 
clarify  the  situation  satisfactorily 
but  it  seems  to  me  that  this  pro- 
posal will  have  to  be  carefully  con- 
sidered by  the  entire  domestic  in- 
dustry, the  Mainland  cane  people, 
(Continued  on  page  96) 
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EFFECT  OF  SHAVING  C.  P.  44-101  SECOND  STUBBLE 

ON  YIELD  OF  CANE  AND  SUGAR  IN  1961 

By  Leo  P.  Hebert,  Research  Agronomist,  Crops  Research  Division, 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 

Many  plantations  in  Louisiana  still 
shave  plant  and  stubble  cane.  The 
practice  goes  far  back  in  the  cultural 
history  of  sugarcane  in  this  State 
when  it  was  intended  to  facilitate 
hand-hoeing  and  to  give  the  fields  a 
trim  appearance  by  removing  high 
stumpage  resulting  from  poor  cut- 
ting of  the  previous  cane  crop.  In 
recent  years  growers  have  shaved 
plant  cane  to  remove  winter  weeds 
and  excess  soil  used  in  covering  the 
seed  pieces.  The  practice  is  also 
recommended  as  part  of  the  chemical 
control  treatment  for  Johnson  grass 
and  other  weeds  in  stubble  cane.1 
With  improvements  in  shaving  equip- 
ment where  a  rapidly  revolving  blade 
is  used  and  a  sharp  edge  is  constant- 
ly maintained  on  the  blade,  very  little 
if  any  mechanical  damage  is  inflict- 
ed on  the  sugarcane  stubbles. 

Previous  studies  conducted  at  Hou- 
ma have  shown  that  reductions  in 
yields  of  cane  per  acre  resulted  from 


cutting  back  growth  that  had  beei 
killed  by  a  March  freeze  2  and  f ron 
shaving  either  August-  and  Septem 
ber-planted  cane,  or  stubble  cane, 
especially  when  the  shaving  opera! 
tion  was  performed  in  March.  Thi 
last  killing  freezes  of  the  winter  o: 
1961  occurred  on  January  27,  28,  29 
30,  31.  Relatively  warm  weather  pre 
vailed  after  that  time  with  minimun 
temperatures  of  66-70°  F.  being  re 
corded  at  Houma  on  several  days  ir 
February.  Sugarcane  germinatec 
and  grew  rapidly  during  the  montt 
of  February. 

A  shaving  experiment  was  con- 
ducted on  Southdown  Plantatior 
near  Houma,  La.,  in  which  second 
stubble  of  C.  P.  44-101  planted  or 
Mhoon  silty  clay  loam  (light  mixed 
soil)  was  shaved  on  March  2  when 
cane  shoots  were  10  to  12  inches  high, 
The  area  was  well  drained  and  rela- 
tively free  of  Johnson  grass.  Five 
plots  18  x  200  feet  long  were  shaved 


Table  1.  Average  number  of  shoots  per  acre  and  height  of  shoots 
in  shaving  experiment  with  C.  P.  44-101  second  stubble 
at  Houma,   La.     Shaved  March  2,   1961,   counted  and 

measured  May  5,   1961. 


Number  of 

shoots  per  acre  : 

Average  height 

of  shoots 

Shaved 

:  Not  Shaved  : 

Shaved    : 

Mot  Shaved 

Replication: 

Number 

:   Number    : 

Inches    : 

Inches   j 

1     : 

37, 207 

:   36,300    : 

7.00 

9.35 

2     : 

30,492 

:   39,930    : 

5.40    : 

7.75 

3     : 

39,567 

:   33, 577    : 

6.65    : 

8.50 

4     : 

30,492 

:   34,666    : 

6.35    : 

7.60 

5     : 

23,495 

:   32,851    : 

5.85          : 

9.95 

Average . . . . : 

33, 250 

*  :   35,465  *  : 

6.25  **  : 

8.63  ** 

«     Difference  not  statistically  significant. 
**    Difference  significant  at  1%  level. 
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Table  2.    Summary  of  Results  of  Shaving  Experiment  with  second  stubble  C.P.  44-101 
at  Houma,  La.  1961.     Harvested  Nov.  8. 


"reatment 


•Average  yield  of:  Average  indicated  yield  :  Average  weight  :  Average  number  of  stalks 
':     cane  per  acre  :      of  96°  sugar      :    per  stalk   :   per  acre  on  Nov.  2 


Jhaved 
lot  shaved 


;Per  ton  of  cane:  Per  acre: 


tons 


pounds 


26.56 
30.37  ** 


199.5* 
201.1 


pounds 


5299   : 

6107**  : 


pounds 


1.77* 
1.87 


27,5SC 
32,186** 


#  not  significantly  different  from  check. 
**  significantly  different  at  the  1%   level. 

rid  5  equal  -  size  plots  were  not 
laved.  The  entire  experiment  was 
•eated  with  1  pound  of  2,  4-D  and 
1  pounds  of  T.C.A.  in  accordance 
ith  standard  recommendations  for 
Dntrol  of  weeds  in  stubble  cane.  A 
^presentative  number  of  plants  in 
ach  plot  was  measured  and  the 
loots  in  each  treatment  were  count- 
i.  On  November  2,  all  millable 
ialks  were  counted  and  on  Novem- 
er  8,  the  cane  was  cut  and  weighed 
l  order  to  determine  yield  per  acre. 
.  20-stalk  sample  was  taken  from 
ach  plot  for  milling  and  juice  an- 
lysis  and  to  obtain  average  stalk 
'eights. 

The  average  number  of  shoots  per 
ere  was  essentially  the  same  from 
ach  treatment  on  May  5,  1961  (Ta- 
le 1).  The  slightly  larger  number 
f  shoots  in  the  unshaved  or  check 
lots  is  not  statistically  significant 
nd,  in  fact,  there  were  more  shoots 
I  2  of  the  shaved  plots  and  more  in 

of  the  unshaved  or  check  plots. 
'he  unshaved  cane  averaged  more 
rian  2  inches  taller  than  the  shaved 
lants.  This  difference  of  approxi- 
lately  38  percent  is  statistically  sig- 
ificant  at  the  1  percent  level  of 
probability. 

At  harvest,  the  unshaved  plots 
ielded  3.81  tons,  or  approximately 
4  percent,  more  cane  per  acre  than 
he  shaved  plots  (Table  2).  There 
/as  essentially  no  difference  in  the 
ucrose  content  of  the  juice  obtained 
rom  the  cane  in  each  of  the  two 
reatments,  although  that  from  the 
nshaved  plots  was  slightly  higher 
i  indicated  yields  of  sugar  per  ton 
f  cane.  This  difference  is  not  statis- 


tically significant.  With  respect  to 
indicated  yields  of  sugar  per  acre 
the  check  or  unshaved  plots  sur- 
passed the  shaved  plots  by  808 
pounds,  or  approximately  17  percent, 
a  difference  that  is  significant  at  the 
1  percent  level.  Cane  stalks  from  the 
check  plots  weighed  0.10  pound  or 
approximately  5.6  percent  more  than 
those  from  shaved  plots.  There  were 
more  millable  stalks  in  the  unshaved 
plots  at  harvest  time  (Table  2). 

Results  of  this  experiment  on  light 
mixed  soil  with  second  stubble  cane 
confirm  results  obtained  in  previous 
tests.  Justification  can  be  made  for 
shaving  when  it  is  necessary  to  re- 
move excess  soil  before  emergence  of 
the  cane  in  the  spring,  especially  if 
the  area  is  covered  with  weeds  or 
winter  cover  crops.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  is  no  need  to  shave  stub- 
ble or  plant  cane  when  the  cane  is 
up  to  a  good  stand,  as  was  the  case 
in  the  spring  of  1961.  This  is  es- 
pecially true  of  stubble  or  summer 
plant  cane.  It  was  observed  that  the 
shaved  cane  in  this  experiment  did 
not  catch  up  with  that  in  the  check 
plots  in  growth  until  late  in  the  sum- 
mer, and  that  the  chemicals  applied 
to  the  unshaved  area  were  effective 
in  controlling  the  winter  vegetation. 
Furthermore,  the  check  plots  were 
less  weedy  throughout  the  growing 
season  because  the  cane  plants  of- 
fered more  competition  to  weeds  as 
a  result  of  the  better  shading. 


1  Stamper,  E.  R.  1961.  1961  Recommen- 
dations for  weed  and  grass  control  in 
sugarcane.  The  Sugar  Bull.  39(10)  :110- 
113. 

2  Arceneaux,   G.   1934.    Results  of  tests 

(Continued  on  next  page) 
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to  determine  the  effect  of  stubble  shaving 
on  yields  of  cane  and  sugar.  The  Sugar 
Bull.  12(8)  :4-6. 

:i  Hebert,  Leo  P.  and  R.  J.  Matherne. 
1953.  Results  of  test  conducted  over  a 
number  of  years  to  determine  the  effect 
of  shaving  sugarcane  on  yields.  Internat. 
Soc.  Sugar  Cane  Technol.  Proc.  8:253-260. 


FOR  SALE 
Equipment  for  Sale  at  Longwood  Plan- 
tation  Sugar   Mill   located   on    the    River 
Road,    5.5    miles    below    L.S.U.    Stadium, 
Baton   Rouge,   Louisiana: 

2  Erie  City  Boilers,  250  HP— 150  PSI 
4  AT&M  Eeston  Centrifugals,  com- 
plete with  mixer  and  screw  conveyor 
1  "Kestner"  Triple  Effect  Evaporator 
1  Set  of  Copper  Brush  pans,  three  7' 
diameter    by    2'6"    tanks,    complete 
with  copper  coils  and  valves. 
For  Information  Call  MR.  SOFER 
Telephone  New  Orleans  529-1102 


MEN  WANTED 

WANTED  FOR  WORK  IN  SUGAR 
FACTORY  IN  FLORIDA,  THREE  ME- 
CHANICS AND  ONE  CENTRIFUGAL 
FOREMAN.  CALL  MR.  WILLIAMS, 
AREA  CODE  305,  WYMAN  6-2765, 
BELLE  GLADE,  FLORIDA. 


FOR  SALE 


4 
3,000  Gal, 


2 
3,800  Gal. 


Tandem  Axle 

MOLASSES 
Tank  Trailers 

Caff  or  write 

BERMAN  SALES  CO 

Pennsburg,  Pa.  —  ORIeans  9-791 1 


WANTED 

Chief  Engineer  for  Raw  Sugar  Factory 
in  Southeast  Louisiana.  Comfortable 
home   and   other   perquisites. 

Reply   to   E-l,    The    Sugar   Bulletin 
414   Whitney   Bldg. 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 


IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  93) 
the  sugar  beet  people,  and  the  re 
finers.  I  am  certainly  going  tc 
study  it  from  all  points  of  view 
with  the  primary  purpase  of  pro 
tecting  our  domestic  industry  ane 
achieving  a  fair  price  for  oui 
farmers." 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  92) 
weather  that  followed  the  freeze  the 
following  is  taken  from  my  report  or 
the  condition  of  stands  May  1,  1940 

"  'With  some  exceptions,  plant  cane 
stands  are  satisfactory,  and  mos1 
growers  anticipate  normal  plant  cane 
tonnage.  Stubbles  are  very  backwarc 
and  are  generally  unsatisfactory 
Many  fields  will  be  plowed  out  anc 
some  growers  state  they  will  have 
difficulty  in  keeping  enough  cane 
worth  cultivating  to  meet  their  quo- 
tas. Fields  with  estimated  yields  oi 
only  10  to  12  tons  will  be  kept  for 
this  purpose.'  " 

"While  poor  stubble  stands  result- 
ing directly  or  indirectly  from  the 
freeze  were  partially  responsible  for 
the  low  yields  of  that  year,  hard 
freezes  on  November  15  and  16,  with 
minimums  of  22°  at  Houma,  also 
lowered  the  total  sugar  production 
for  1940. 

"The  February,  1951,  freeze  did  not 
cause  as  severe  injury  to  stubble  as 
that  of  January,  1940,  although  the 
upper  eyes  on  the  stubble  pieces  were 
killed.  This  freeze  was  followed  by 
above  normal  temperatures  the  rest 
of  February  and  early  March,  and  by 
March  13  stands  of  both  plant  cane 
and  stubbles  were  well  established. 
Shaving  had  been  rather  widely  prac- 
ticed following  the  freeze.  On  March 
13-15  all  growth  was  killed  to  the 
ground  by  freezing  weather.  Al- 
though the  minimum  temperature  re- 
corded in  the  weather  instrument 
shelter  at  the  Houma  station  on  those 
dates  were  only  33°,  32°,  and  36°,  re- 
spectively, a  thermometer  at  ground 
level  showed  24°  on  the  morning  of 
the  14th,  with  a  duration  of  approxi- 
( Continued  on  page  98) 
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Ulyesse  and  Lazard  Guillot 

Marie  M.  Guillot  &  Sons,  White  Castle 

35.3  tons  per  acre  on  114.7  acres 


Olivier  and  Albin  Major,  New  Roads 
30  tons  per  acre  on  264.6  acres 


Frank  Noel  and  Sons  Jack  and  Frank,  McManor  Plantation,  Donaldsonville 
34.1  tons  per  acre  on  330.1  acres 
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Allin  Landry,  Field  Manager  for 

F.  H.  Carruth,  Jr.,  Port  Allen 
36.1  tons  per  acre  on  589.2  acres 

IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  96) 
mately  6  hours.  This  freeze  had  a 
very  harmful  effect  on  stands  of  both 
plant  cane  and  stubbles.  All  cane 
growth  was  frozen  to  ground  level. 
Many  fields  of  stubble  throughout 
the  district  that  had  satisfactory 
stands  before  the  freeze  failed  to 
come  back.  Some  plant  cane  also 
failed  to  reestablish  a  stand  after  the 
freeze.  As  in  1940,  November  freezes 
(29°  on  the  3rd,  and  25-27°  on  the 
18th  to  20th  at  Houma)  caused  con- 
siderable loss  to  the  crop  so  that  the 
low  production  of  sugar  in  1951,  as 
in  1940,  can  not  be  attributed  entire- 
ly to  the  freezes  the  previous  win- 
ters." 

Surveys  made  thus  far  to  deter- 
mine injury  from  this  freeze  to  plant 
cane  and  stubble  cane  show  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  variation  from 
area  to  area  as  well  as  from  field  to 
field. 

In  general  plant  cane  appears  to 
have  suffered  less  than  stubble  cane. 
Germination  tests  made  on  cane  dug 
up  from  many  properties  also  show 


variation.  There  is  no  doubt  that  tl 
freeze  has  caused  some  injury.  T 
degree  of  injury  cannot  be  accurate 
determined  at  this  time.  Stands  w 
depend  largely  on  the  weather  durir 
the  next  two  months.  Prolonged  coc 
wet  periods  may  cause  rotting 
both  plant  and  stubble  cane  th; 
would  be  able  to  make  a  stand  wr 
normal  temperatures  and  rainfa 
Weather  from  now  on  out  will  dete 
mine  to  a  great  extent  the  stanc 
come  April  1,  1962. 


UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  91) 
This  is  a  lot  of  learning  for  tl 
$5.00  registration  fee  charged  for  tl 
course.  Paul  J.  Landry,  a  cane  farrl 
er  from  the  Napoleonville  are] 
speaking  in  behalf  of  his  fellow  st| 
dents  at  graduation,  thanked  ttt 
L.S.U.  College  of  Agriculture  ail 
said  he  hoped  the  course  would  bj 
come  an  annual  affair.  Our  guess 
that  it  will  be.  Nothing  succeeds  lill 
success. 

Prices 

On  January  25th  we  completed  tit 
sixteenth  week  of  the  1961-62  Pri 
ing  Period  and  it  is  interesting 
note  that  the  average  price  of  ra 
sugar  for  that  week  was  6.4420.  Thfl 
is  slightly  over  2  cents  a  hundre 
pounds  higher  than  the  6.42  quote 
tion  for  the  corresponding  week  la 
year. 

The  price  difference  this  year 
in  the  average  to  date.  After  si? 
teen  weeks  last  year  the  averag 
price  of  raws  was  6.4828.  The  avei 
age  through  16  weeks  this  year 
6.3031.  Last  year  the  season  ende 
after  sixteen  weeks  and  the  Season: 
Average  Price  was  6.4828.  This  yea 
the  season  will  end  four  weeks  fror 
now,  on  February  22nd,  and  ou 
guess  is  that  the  Season's  Averag 
Price  will  be  between  6.31  and  6.3$ 
some  16i/2  cents  a  hundred  pound 
less  than  last  year's  price. 

The  Pricing  Period  for  blackstra 
also  ends  on  February  22nd  and  whil 
we  have  out  the  crystal  ball  our  gues 
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s  that  the  Season's  Average  for 
blackstrap  will  be  just  a  fraction 
setter  than  12  cents  a  gallon.  The 
lemand  for  this  commodity  is  a  little 
stronger  than  it  has  been  but  with 


only  four  weeks  to  go  there  is  not 
enough  time  remaining  for  much  im- 
provement in  the  12.0320  cents  per 
gallon  average  registered  through  the 
week  ending  January  25th. 


The  Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  Louisiana,  quotes  the 
:'ollowing  as  the  official  average  prices  of  raw  sugar,  96  test,  and  blackstrap 
nolasses  sold  on  this  exchange  during  the  week  ended  as  indicated.  Based 
m  the  weekly  average  prices  of  sugar  and  molasses,  the  State  ASCS  office 
las  computed  the  prices  to  be  paid  for  standard  sugar  cane  and  molasses  pay- 
nent  as  indicated : 


Standard  Sugar  i 

Canei 

Areas 

Week  Ended 

Sugar 

Molasses 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

Molasses2 

Dct.  12, 1961 

6.1125 

12.5000 

$6,511 

$6,479 

$6,447 

21.450  Cents 

Dct.  19, 1961 

6.1360 

12.5000 

6.536 

6.504 

6.472 

21.450  Cents 

3ct.  26, 1961 

6.2280 

12.6750 

6.633 

6.602 

6.570 

22.027  Cents 

Nov.  2,  1961 

6.2500 

12.5000 

6.657 

6.625 

6.593 

21.450  Cents 

Nov.  9,  1961 

6.2500 

12.2500 

6.657 

6.625 

6.593 

20.625  Cents 

Nov.  16,  1961 

6.2220 

12.0000 

6.627 

6.595 

6.564 

19.800  Cents 

Nov.  23,  1961 

6.2734 

11.9375 

6.682 

6.650 

6.618 

19.594  Cents 

Nov.  30,  1961 

6.2700 

11.7500 

6.678 

6.646 

6.614 

18.975  Cents 

Dec.  7, 1961 

6.2700 

11.7500 

6.678 

6.B46 

6.614 

18.975  Cents 

Dec.  14, 1961 

6.3380 

11.7500 

6.750 

6.718 

6.686 

18.975  Cents 

Dec.  21,  1961 

6.3683 

11.7500 

6.782 

6.730 

6.719 

18.975  Cents 

Dec.  28,  1961 

6.4300 

11.7500 

6.848 

6.816 

6.784 

18.975  Cents 

Jan.  4,  1962 

6.4000 

11.7500 

6.816 

6.784 

6.752 

18.975  Cents 

Jan.  11, 1962 

6.4300 

11.7500 

6.848 

6.816 

6.784 

18.975  Cents 

Jan.  18, 1962 

6.4300 

11.9000 

6.848 

6.816 

6.784 

19.470  Cents 

Jan.  25, 1962 

6.4402 

12.0000 

6.860 

6.829 

6.797 

19.800  Cents 

1  Price  to  be  paid 

per  standard  ton. 

1  Price  to  be  paid 

per  net  ton. 

The  price  for  molasses  is  the  same  for  all  freight  areas. 

Name  Changed 

The  following  notice  has  been  re- 
seived  from  the  American  Molasses 
Company : 

"The  corporate  name  of  American 
Molasses  Company  has  been  changed 
to  SuCrest  Corporation  as  a  step  in 
the  planned  diversification  of  Com- 
pany operations.  Our  stock  is  now 
traded  on  the  New  York  Stock  Ex- 
change under  its  new  symbol  SUC. 

The  trade  name  "SuCrest",  which 


we  have  used  in  the  sugar  business 
for  many  years,  will  be  more  appro- 
priately associated  with  the  Com- 
pany's diversified  and  expanding  ac- 
tivities. 

American  Molasses  Company  will 
continue  as  a  division  of  SuCrest 
Corporation  to  identify  the  molasses 
portion  of  our  business.  Other  divi- 
sions and  subsidiary  companies  are 
in  no  way  affected  by  the  change  of 
name  of  the  parent  company." 


February  1,  1962 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans.  La. 


Telephone   JA   2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter  M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 
AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO.,  OF 

LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL   BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

M.  &  L.  TRACTOR  CO. 

1201  St.  Charles  Street 

Houma,  Louisiana 

H.  B.  NAQUIN 

John   Deere   Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,  La. 


GODCHAUX   SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,  INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 

P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY   &   HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822  Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 


ca 


OF   QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.   &.   L.    ENGINEERING   CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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Mr.  Sugar  Cane  Farmer 

FENAC  has  proven  to  have  many  desirable  characteristics  as  a  sugar  cane 
weed  killer: 


A  single  spring  application  of  FENAC  has  given  full  season  control  of  Johnson 
grass  seedlings;  annual  grass  and  weed  seedlings.  Plants  coming  from  rhizomes! 
or  from  carrots  are  not  killed.  Experience  has  shown  good  control  into  the! 
stubble  year. 

2    FENAC  enhances  fertilizer  efficiency  by  eliminating  Johnson  grass,  annua] 
grasses  and  weeds  which  compete  with  the  cane  for  nutrients,  row  space,  and  light. 

J    FENAC  is  a  clean  handling  ready  to  mix  liquid  weed  killer,  completely  soluble! 
in  water.  Free  of  fire  hazards,  corrosion,  or  other  hazards  in  handling  or  use] 

Here  is  how  FENAC  should  be  used: 

Apply  the  proper  rate  of  FENAC  in  12  gallons  water  on  a 
band  over  the  row  (lA  actual  row  width) 


Johnson  grass  is  severe: 
"  3#  (2  gallons  FENAC)  per  acre. 


Annual  weeds  and  grasses: 

2#  (1H  gallons  FENAC)  per  acre. 


SHAVING  (Plant  Cane)  After  all  danger  of  freezing  is  past— shave,  off  bar  and 
any  other  cultural  practice — apply  FENAC  immediately. 

NOT  SHAVED  (Plant  Cane)  After  weeds  and  grasses  appear  and  before  off  bar 
apply  1  quart  (1#)  Weedone  2,4,5-TP  over  the  row.  Before  weeds  and  grasses 
begin  growth  again— apply  FENAC. 


You  owe  it  to  yourself  to  try  FENAC  on  a 
part  of  your  1962  plant  cane  to  give  FENAC 
a  chance  to  prove  what  it  can  do  under  your 
own  field  conditions.  We  think  you  will  be 
glad  you  did  and  will  consider  the  use  of  this 
outstanding  new  weed  killer  on  increasing 
acreages  in  the  future. 

Prickly  lettuce  and  other  weeds  resistant  to 
2,4-D  giving  you  a  problem?  Isn't  it  possible 
that  many  of  the  weeds  which  can  be  con- 


trolled with  2,4-D  have  already  been  elimi- 
nated and  the  tougher  ones  remaining  re- 
quire something  with  more  killing  punch? 
WEEDONE  2,4,5-TP  (Silvex)  can  be  the 
answer.  Use  WEEDONE-TP  where  2,4-D 
is  recommended  for  better  kills  of  these 
problem  weeds.  WEEDONE-TP  contains 
the  widely  used  and  accepted  low  volatile 
Butoxy  ethanol  ester  for  maximum  safety 
and  most  effective  weed  killing  power. 


FENAC 


Amchem  and  Fenac  are  registered  trademarks  of 

AMCHEM  PRODUCTS,  INC.  (Formerly  American  Chemical  Paint  Co.) 

AMBLER,  PA.  •  Niles,  Calif.  •  St.  Joseph,  Mo. 
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I  BANTAM 
C-350 

back  hoe  with 

wide  base 
crawlers 


M 


s^^^feSs 


takes  over  ditching  work  in  cane  fields 
does  a  better  job  for  less  money 


rlere,  the  bantam  C-350  back  hoe  with 
'V'-bucket  is  cleaning  ditches  at  Savoie 
?arms  (Bellerose,  La.)-  And  here's  what 
?aul  Cancienne,  Field  Manager,  says  about 
t: 

"We  have  cleaned  up  to  1V4  miles  of 
ditch  in  7  hours,  including  waste  time 
in  backtracking. 

"The  bantam  does  the  work  of  three 
tractors  on  wheels  with  ditching  attach- 
ments. 

"Compared  with  dragline,  we  can 
double  the  work. 

"It  digs  right  up  to  culverts;  eliminates 
much  hand  labor. 

"It  can  spot  the  dirt  better  between 
rows. 


"With    independent   travel    it   tracks 
while  it  works." 

Doubles  as  cane  hoist— Mr.  Cancienne 
plans  to  use  the  bantam  with  crane  boom 
at  harvest  time  to  load  cane  on  trucks.  Also 
as  a  dragline  for  work  on  canals.  Crawlers 
can  be  narrowed  for  working  as  a  drag- 
line; and  re-extended  for  cleaning  ditches. 

"Finest  machine  ever  to  hit  the  cane 

fields,"  says  Joseph  J.  LeBlanc,  veteran 
overseer  for  Avon  &  Ella  Plantations.  "We 
had  to  clean  ditches  every  year  with 
wheeled  machines.  The  bantam's  ditches 
should  last  three  years.  It  handles  grass 
and  weeds  much  better." 

Su  Bu  340 


VSK  FOR  COMPLETE  DETAILS, 
'here's  no  better  time  than  right  now  to 
nvestigate  the  money-saving  opportuni- 
ies  of  this  special  new  BANTAM  rig  for 
ield  work.  For  complete  information,  call 
our  nearest  BANTAM  distributor,  or  write. 


y 


Vasfuahi  Co-. 


309  Park  Street,  Waverly,  Iowa,  U.S.A. 
WORLD'S  LARGEST  PRODUCER  OF  TRUCK  CRANE-EXCAVATORS 


February  15,  1962 
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How  to  grow 

up  to  10  tons  more 

cane  per  acre! 


Incredible,  yes !  But  you  can  expect  that  much 
of  a  yield  increase  by  controlling  weeds  and 
grasses  in  your  cane  fields. 

Weed  and  grass  competition  means  less 
space  for  sugarcane  to  grow ;  less  food,  water 
and  sunlight;  less  efficient  use  of  fertilizer. 
State  agricultural  research  has  shown  that 
a  program  of  weed  and  grass  control  can 
mean  acreage  increases  of  10  tons  or  more 
per  year  during  a  three-year  crop  (plant  and 
two  stubbles). 

The  program?  Here  are  three  products 
from  The  Dow  Chemical  Company  that  will 
control  problem  grasses,  including  Johnson, 
and  weeds  at  a  lower  cost  than  any  other 
method : 

Dow  Sodium  TCA  94%  -  Quick-dis- 
solving granules  give  fast,  easy,  economical 
control  of  problem  grasses.  Apply  as  a  pre- 
emergent,  or  early  post-emergent  spray,  or 
as  a  follow-up  spot  treatment. 

2-4  Dow®  Weed  Killer,  Formula  40® 

—For  economical  control  of  alligator  and  a 


wide  variety  of  other  broadleaf  weeds,  ij 
comes  as  a  liquid  amine  salt  formulation  foil 
low-volume  spraying.  May  be  mixed  witl 
Dow  Sodium  TCA  94%  or  Dowpon  grasi; 
killer  for  both  weed  and  grass  control  in  on< 
application. 

Dowpon®  grass  killer  — For  tops-toj 
roots  control  of  such  perennial  grasses  ajj 
Johnson,  Bermuda,  Alexander.  Dowpon] 
sprayed  on  grass  leaves,  works  its  waj' 
through  the  whole  plant— killing  down  to  the! 
deepest  roots.  Used  in  combination  witi 
Dow  Sodium  TCA  94  %  which  kills  grasses! 
by  penetrating  the  soil  and  attacking  the 
roots,  they  provide  the  most  effective  grass- 
killing  team  you  can  use! 

Get  the  full  value  from  your  acreage. 
See  your  Dow  supplier  now  and  start  a  pro- 
gram of  grass  and  weed  control! 

PRODUCTS  ADVERTISED  HEREIN  COMPLY  WITH  U.  S.  LAI 

When  used  as  directed  on  label  and  in  accordance  with  good  prac- 
tices, they  comply  with  Food  and  Drug  Law  and  other  Federal  Laws. 


Dow 


THE  DOW  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 

Midland,  Michigan 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


The  Florida  Gamble 

"Louisiana  and  Florida  sugar  cane 
growers  clashed  Tuesday  over  devel- 
opment of  a  1963  acreage  control 
program  for  the  industry."  This  was 
the  opening  paragraph  of  a  report 
which  appeared  in  the  Times-Pica- 
yune the  morning  after  officials  of 
the  Sugar  Division  of  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture 
conducted  what  they  called  an  "in- 
formal hearing'  on  acreage  controls. 
The  hearing  took  place  in  the  Clai- 
borne Room  of  the  Sheraton-Charles 
Hotel  in  New  Orleans  on  February 
6,  1962. 

A  more  accurate  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings would  have  been  to  say  that 
"old,  established  sugar  cane  growers 
of  both  Louisiana  and  Florida  clashed 
with  new  Florida  growers  over  the 
development  of  a  1963  cane  acreage 
control  program".  It  was  obvious 
that  most  of  the  old,  established  Flor- 
ida growers  were  just  as  determined 
as  were  the  representatives  of  the 
old,  established  Louisiana  growers  to 
battle  to  the  last  ditch  to  keep  the 
"Johnny  come  lately"  Florida  people 
from  muscling  in  on  their  acreage  al- 
lotments. 

It  goes  without  saying  that  no  cane 
farmer  who  has  sweated  through 
years  of  acreage  controls  is  going  to 


take  kindly  to  a  proposal  that  he  r< 
linquish  part  of  his  hard  earned  pn 
duction  rights  to  allow  new  grower 
to  get  into  the  business.  This  is  es 
pecially  true  when  the  new  grower 
have  gone  hog-wild  like  the  Florid 
people  have,  and  have  planted  literal 
ly  tens  of  thousands  of  acres  in  cam 

The  new  Florida  growers  appar 
ently  are  gambling  on  the  possibilit; 
that  a  new  Sugar  Act  will  provid 
large  enough  quotas  to  take  care  o: 
them  and  the  old  growers,  too.  This 
in  our  opinion,  is  the  way  it  shouk 
be.  We  stand  for  the  encouragemen 
of  home  industries  against  foreigr 
competition. 

However,  if  efforts  fail  and  restric- 
tive quotas  are  again  imposed,  ancl 
the  Florida  gamble  is  lost,  the  old 
producers  who  have  historically 
maintained  the  industry  and  have 
preserved  theirs  and  the  nation's 
economy  must  not  be  called  upon  to 
sacrifice  acreage  for  the  benefit  oil 
the  newcomers.  This  is  simple,  ele- 
mentary justice. 

The  Old  Mule 

On   Lincoln's   Birthday,    February 
12th,  while  the  Old  Mule  was  bask- 
ing in  this  nice,  warm,  dry  weather 
that  has  prevailed  of  late,  the  Secre- 
(Continued  on  page  111) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


The  Sugar  Act 

Editor's  Note:   The  speech  printed 
elow  was  made  by  Joe  Ferris  at  the 
nnual  Meeting  of  the  American  So- 
iety   of   Sugar    Cane    Technologists 
eld  in  Baton  Rouge,  La.,  February 
st,  1962.    We  know  you  will  enjoy 
eading  it.    Elected  at  the  meeting 
ere  Eugene  Graugnard,  St.  James, 
resident;  Patrick  Cancienne,  Belle 
ose,  1st  Vice-President ;  W.  S.  Chad- 
ick,  New  Orleans,  2nd  Vice-Presi- 
ent;  and  Denver  T.  Loupe,   Baton 
ouge,     Secretary  -  Treasurer.      Dr. 
<oupe  was  re-elected  to  his  position. 
The  Chairman  of  the  Agricultural 
ection  of  the  Society  this  year  is 
lay  Terry,  of  Franklin.    Louis  Su- 
rez,  of  Belle  Rose,  is  the  new  Chair- 
lan  of  the  Manufacturing  Section, 
!nd  Frank  L.  Barker,  Jr.,  of  Lock- 
iort,  is  again  the  Chairman-at-Large. 
The  talk  by  Mr.  Ferris  follows : 
The  Sugar  Act,  in  addition  to  put- 
ing  dollars  into  your  pockets — and 
line — also  provides  the  basis  for  our 
.ational  policy  on  sugar.    From  the 
.ational  standpoint,  extension  of  the 
lugar  Act  is  necessary  to  assure  a 
ependable   source  of  this   strategic 
ommodity  to  meet  our  industrial  re- 
tirements and  to   provide   for  the 
yell-being  and  energy  of  our  people. 
Tow  that  more  than  one-third  of  to- 
al  world  sugar  production  is  under 
Communist  control,  every  man,  wom- 
n  and  child  in  the  United  States  has 
ven  a  greater  stake  in  the  extension 
>f   the    sugar    program,    which,    for 
nore    than    twenty-five    years,    has 
irovided  them  adequate  supplies  at 
air  and  stable  prices. 


The  logical  assumption  would  be 
that  legislation  which  has  so  effec- 
tively accomplished  its  purpose  for 
so  many  years  could  be  extended 
without  difficulty,  but  that  is  not 
the  case.  Never  before  in  its  long 
history  has  the  problem  of  getting 
the  Sugar  Act  extended  been  so  com- 
plicated. 

For  nearly  two  years  domestic  sug- 
ar producers  repeatedly  attempted  to 
agree  on  amendments  needed  to  make 
adjustments  in  the  basic  quota  struc- 
ture of  the  Act — to  bring  it  up  to 
date  and  make  it  consistent  with  cur- 
rent world  and  national  conditions. 
Just  one  week  ago  tonight  industry- 
wide agreement  was  reached,  but 
only  after  numerous  compromises  on 
the  part  of  every  segment  of  the  in- 
dustry. You  would  be  interested,  I 
am  sure,  in  learning  what  some  of 
those  compromises  were  —  and  why 
they  had  to  be  made.  For  instance, 
cane  production  in  Louisiana  and 
Florida  has  increased  to  the  point 
where  a  basic  quota  of  900,000  tons 
will  be  required  this  year.  In  1966 
production  is  estimated  at  1,250,000 
tons. 

Mainland  Cane's  contribution  to 
industry-wide  unity  was  to  accept  the 
more  modest  annual  expansion  of 
approximately  25,000  tons  instead  of 
the  50,000  annual  increase  we  esti- 
mated we  might  need.  Under  the 
compromise  plan  our  1966  quota  will 
be  one  million  tons  instead  of  on  mil- 
lion one  hundred  thousand.  Later  I 
will  tell  you  why  we  made  that  com- 
promise. 
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The  beet  sugar  people  also,  in  the 
interest  of  unity,  made  several  valu- 
able contributions.  For  months  that 
segment  of  the  domestic  industry 
was  torn  asunder  by  bitter  internal 
strife  between  processors  and  grow- 
ers. Hundreds  of  farmers  in  Texas, 
New  Mexico  and  Arizona,  who  had 
never  raised  sugar  beets,  wanted  to 
get  into  that  business.  Beet  growers 
in  some  of  the  old  established  beet 
areas  wanted  more  acreage.  Beet 
processing  facilities  are  limited  and 
the  processors  are  reluctant  to  build 
new  mills  because  they  are  and  still 
are  beset  by  expensive  marketing 
problems.  Some  beet  growers  wanted 
a  quota  sufficient  to  take  care  of 
the  production  of  four  additional 
mills.  They  heckled,  cajoled  and 
threatened  at  every  industry  meet- 
ing. Beet  growers  wanted  a  new 
"fair  price"  provision  in  the  Act. 
The  processors  said,  "No,  only  over 
our  dead  bodies".  So  the  beet  grow- 
ers compromised  with  the  beet  proc- 
essors and  the  beet  processors  com- 
promised with  the  cane  refiners.  In- 
stead of  a  3  million  ton  basic  quota, 
the  beet  area  has,  under  the  industry 
agreement,  a  quota  of  2,665,000  tons 
with  provision  for  moderate  expan- 
sion each  year.  Their  annual  expan- 
sion will  be  75,000  tons  as  compared 
to  Mainland  Cane's  annual  expansion 
of  25,000  tons. 

The  U.  S.  Cane  Refiners  violently 
object  to  increased  beet  sugar  pro- 
duction— and,  to  a  lesser  degree,  but 
none-the-less  positive  —  to  any  in- 
crease in  Mainland  Cane  production. 
One  of  the  reasons  for  this  is  the 
beet  people  demand  that  the  ratio  be- 
tween beet  and  Mainland  Cane  pro- 
duction be  maintained  at  3  to  1.  Per- 
sonally, I  think  the  3  to  1  ratio  is 
unreasonable  and  cannot  be  justified 
economically.  Nevertheless,  the  beet 
people  have  a  much  larger  ratio  than 
3  to  1  of  senators  and  congressmen 
who  will  support  the  beet's  position. 

The  refiners  object  to  the  reallo- 
cation of  Hawaiian  and  Puerto  Rican 
deficits  to  domestic  producers  be- 
cause the  bulk  of  those  deficits  go 
to    the   beet    area.     This    past   year 


about  15  per  cent  of  the  adjusted 
beet  quota  came  from  the  allocation 
of  off-shore  deficits.  Both  the  Main! 
land  Cane  and  beet  areas  agreed  t| 
give  up  their  right  to  the  reallocal 
tion  of  deficits  from  other  domestic 
areas  iri  return  for  the  refiners'  apl 
proval  of  increases  in  their  basil 
quotas. 

Around  the  domestic  conference 
table  arguments  became  so  heatecl 
that  issues  were  subordinated  to  perl 
sonalities.  For  weeks,  beet  procest 
sors  and  beet  growers  were  not  eveJ 
on  speaking  terms.  The  same  almosi 
applied  to  beet  and  refiner  represent 
tatives.  For  awhile  no  one  was  mad 
at  Mainland  Cane.  Then,  because  o| 
larger  crops  in  Louisiana  and  expan 
sion  in  Florida  we  felt  we  should  as| 
for  more  than  our  original  request! 
When  we  upped  our  quota  figure  tJ 
meet  our  estimated  production  o| 
1,250,000  tons  in  1966,  the  beet  proc] 
essors,  beet  growers  and  the  refiner! 
quickly  became  friends  again.  ThJ 
refiners  and  the  beet  people  joined 
forces  against  Mainland  Cane  so  i| 
became  necessary  to  compromise,  nol 
only  because  we  were  outnumbered 
within  the  industry  but  also  because 
industry-wide  unity  became  paral 
mount  when  we  learned  that  the  gov! 
ernment  proposal,  to  be  made  soonj 
would  limit  domestic  expansion  to  1 
per  cent.  The  industry  agreement 
provides  for  62  per  cent  of  our  sugai 
requirements  to  be  produced  by  do- 
mestic areas.  The  present  domestic 
production  is  approximately  55  pei 
cent  and  under  the  government's  pro 
posal  it  would  be  only  57  per  cent 
A  2  per  cent  increase,  without  reallo- 
cation of  Puerto  Rican  and  Hawaiian 
deficits  would  result  in  a  decrease 
rather  than  an  increase  in  the  Main- 
land Cane  quota.  So  we  compro- 
mised ! 

In  the  bosoms  of  Puerto  Rican  rep- 
resentatives hope  always  springs 
eternal.  The  Puerto  Ricans  wanted 
more  raw  quota  although  that  area 
has  failed  to  meet  its  present  quota 
by  large  amounts  year  after  year.; 
The  Governor  of  Puerto  Rico  wanted 
an  increase  in  the  island's   "white' 
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luota.  Naturally,  both  beets  and  re- 
iners  turned  thumbs  down  on  such 
>roposals  and  the  negotiations  came 
o  an  abrupt  halt.  The  Puerto  Rican 
ndustry  representative  said  he  had 
10  authority  to  compromise ;  that  the 
Governor  would  have  to  be  consulted 
>efore  he  could  modify  Puerto  Rican 
lemands.  When  the  impasse  was 
•eached  the  Governor  was  in  seclu- 
lion  writing  his  State  of  the  Com- 
>nwealth  message  to  the  island  Leg- 
slature  which  meets  this  week  and 
le  could  not  be  disturbed  for  a  couple 
>f  days.  But  finally  some  brave  soul 
lid  get  the  Governor's  ear  and  he 
luthorized  a  compromise.  Under  the 
ndustry  -  wide  agreement,  Puerto 
iico's  basic  quota  is  frozen  at  its 
>resent  figure,  except  under  certain 
circumstances  which  probably  will 
lot  occur  during  the  life  of  the  Act. 
3uerto  Rico's  direct  consumption 
luota  will  be  1.5  per  cent  of  con- 
lumption,  an  increase  of  about  65 
ons  for  every  500,000  tons  of  in- 
Teased  estimate  of  consumption. 

Foreign  suppliers  to  our  market 
tre  requesting  a  revision  of  their 
>ortion  of  the  Sugar  Act  so  they  may 
effectively  plan  on  their  own  pro- 
luction  and  marketing  programs 
vith  a  greater  degree  of  certainty, 
rhese  foreign  suppliers  naturally  op- 
)ose  any  substantial  increase  in  do- 
nestic  production,  and,  because  the 
Sugar  Act  has  become  a  very  poten- 
ial  instrument  in  our  nation's  for- 
jign  policy,  our  own  State  Depart- 
nent  will  side  with  the  foreigners  on 
hat  issue. 

I  have  enumerated  some  of  the 
>roblems  which  complicate  the  ex- 
;ension  of  the  Sugar  Act.  There  is 
;till  another  and  more  serious  one — 
me  that  could  be  fatal  to  the  quota 
system.  That  problem  in  the  posi- 
;ion  taken  by  the  Administration. 
President  Kennedy's  budget  message, 
which  went  to  Congress  January  18, 
contained  the  following  paragraph  on 
sugar — 

"The  Sugar  Act  expires  on  June 
30,  1962.  Legislation  will  be  pro- 
posed extending  it  with  substantial 


revisions  to  bring  this  program  in- 
to line  with  the  greatly  changed 
world  sugar  situation.    Under  this 
legislation  the  difference  between 
the   domestic  and   world   price   of 
sugar,  which  is  currently  received 
by  foreign  suppliers  of  sugar,  will 
be  retained  by  the  United  States  to 
the   extent   permitted    in    existing 
international  agreements,  with  an 
estimated  increase  in  1963  budget 
receipts  of  189  million  dollars." 
The    Administration's    plan    is   to 
abolish  the  individual  quotas  of  those 
foreign    countries   which   heretofore 
have  supplied  sugar  to  fill  the  gap 
between  domestic  production  and  our 
national  sugar  requirements.    Under 
the  Administration's  proposal  all  for- 
eign sugar  would  be  in  just  one  big 
lump   called   a   "world   quota"   or   a 
"global   quota".    Administrative   de- 
tails of  the  Government's  plan  have 
not  been   disclosed,   but  presumably 
the    Agriculture    Department,    with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Department 
of  State,  would  permit  U.  S.  refiners 
to  purchase  sugar  at  the  world  price 
from  the  "global  quota".    The  pur- 
chasers would  be  required  to  pay  to 
the  U.  S.  treasury  the  difference  be- 
tween the  world  price  and  the  do- 
mestic price.    This  is  what  the  gen- 
tlemen who  wear  the  striped  pants 
and   cut-away   coats    call    "premium 
recapture".    The  premium  thus  "re- 
captured" would  be  disbursed  under 
State    Department   direction   to   the 
governments   of  the  countries  from 
which   the   sugar   originated,   to   be 
used  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
cultural     and     economic     conditions 
there. 

In  this  troublesome  and  perilous 
period  when  war  is  a  constant  possi- 
bility, it  seems  strange  that  the  Ad- 
ministration would  restrict  the  do- 
mestic sugar  industry  to  the  ridicu- 
lously low  figure  of  57  per  cent  of 
our  requirements  in  order  to  favor 
Latin-American  countries,  which  are 
either  lukewarm  in  their  friendship 
for  us  or  frankly  despise  us.  If  the 
United  States  wants  the  friendship 
of  these  Latin  American  countries 
it  seems  to  me  that  our  government 
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is  making  two  very  grave  mistakes. 
First — in  attempting  to  buy  friend- 
ship. We  have  been  trying  to  do 
that  for  the  past  25  years.  We  have 
spent  billions  of  dollars  for  that  pur- 
pose and  today  we  have  fewer  friends 
than  we  had  then.  Second,  under  the 
Administration's  "premium  recap- 
ture" plan  the  United  States  would 
buy  foreign  sugar  at  the  world  price. 
You  and  I  know  that  no  country  in 
the  world  can  produce  sugar  and  sell 
it  in  the  world  market  and  make  a 
profit.  Everyone  in  this  audience 
knows  that  the  "world  market"  is 
merely  a  dumping  ground  for  sugar 
that  cannot  be  sold  anywhere  else. 
Total  world  production  of  sugar  is 
approximately  50  million  tons  per 
year.  The  amount  of  homeless,  dis- 
tressed sugar  sold  in  the  world  mar- 
ket amounts  to  only  about  6  million 
tons.  Approximately  44  million  tons 
is  sold  at  more  or  less  stable  prices 
considerably  above  the  so  -  called 
world  price.  Except  during  the  war 
years  the  world  price  of  sugar  has 
exceeded  the  domestic  price  for  only 
a  few  short  periods  and  on  those  rare 
occasions  the  price  differential  was 
brought  about  by  most  unusual  cir- 
cumstances. You  can't  make  friends 
out  of  unfriendly  people  by  forcing 
them  to  lose  money! 

If  the  Congress  adopts  the  Admin- 
istration's proposal  to  abolish  indi- 
vidual quotas  for  foreign  countries — 
and  to  establish  a  precedent  for  buy- 
ing in  the  world  market  —  it  could 
lead  to  the  abolition  of  domestic  quo- 
tas and  domestic  prices.  Certain 
powerful  industrial-user  groups  for 
years  have  opposed  the  Sugar  Act. 
They  say  they  would  much  prefer  to 
buy  their  sugar  in  the  world  market 
— and  they  are  quite  vocal  in  their 
opposition  to  increased  domestic  pro- 
duction. The  Administration  "glo- 
bal" or  "world"  quota,  and  "pre- 
mium recapture"  recommendation 
should  be  very  carefully  studied  by 
Congress.  If  enacted  into  law,  it 
could  be  the  beginning  of  the  end  of 
the  quota  system — and  the  domestic 
sugar  industry! 


One  of  the  principal  reasons  i 
Sugar  Act  has  worked  so  well 
long  is  that  it  has  achieved  a  balan 
of  sharply  conflicting  interests  in 
highly  competitive  field.  It  has  b; 
anced  the  interests  of  sugar  cane  a: 
sugar  beet  growers  with  cane  a: 
beet  processors  —  of  raw  sugar  a: 
beet  sugar  producers  with  the  i 
f  iners — of  the  domestic  industry  wi 
foreign  producers,  and  last  but  n 
least,  it  has  balanced  the  interests 
suppliers  with  the  interests  of  co 
sumers.  In  achieving  these  balance 
adjustments  had  to  be  made  to  eai 
segment.  Production  is  restricted 
bring  about  fair  and  reasonat 
prices  to  both  producers  and  consul 
ers.  The  intricate  problem  whi 
must  be  solved  by  Congress  in  e 
tending  the  Sugar  Act  is  how  to  a 
just  weights  of  the  various  segmen 
to  maintain  the  balance  which  cul 
rent  world  and  local  conditions  hai 
upset. 

The  Louisiana  sugar  industry 
extremely  fortunate  in  having  su< 
loyal,  able,  effective  advocates 
Congress  as  Senator  Allen  Ellende 
Senator  Russell  Long,  Hale  Bogg; 
Ed  Willis,  Harold  McSween,  Jimn 
Morrison,  T.  A.  Thompson — in  fac 
every  member  of  Louisiana's  deleg 
tion  to  "The  greatest  deliberatr 
body  in  the  world",  —  are  staum 
friends  of  the  sugar  people.  The 
are  always  ready  and  willing  to  c 
their  utmost  in  our  behalf. 

Florida,  too,  has  members  of  i 
Congressional  delegation  in  powerf 
and  influential  committee  assig] 
ments.  They  join  with  the  Louis 
ana  members  to  form  a  wonderf 
Mainland  Cane  team.  All  are  expe: 
ball  carriers  on  the  offensive  and  ca 
hold  the  line  against  the  strong  0] 
position  which  undoubtedly  will  con 
from  the  Administration  and  indu: 
trial  users. 

Each  segment  of  the  domestic  ii 
dustry  has  its  friends  on  Capitol  Hi! 
That  is  one  of  the  reasons  it  is  5 
important  for  all  of  us  to  work  t< 
gether  to  extend  the  Sugar  Act  fc 
another  five  years. 
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(Continued  from  page  106) 
;ary  of  Agriculture  authorized  the 
purchase  of  an  additional  215,517 
;ons  of  non-quota  raws  from  foreign 
countries.  Our  market  character  has 
)een  staggered  some  by  the  impact 
ind  he  may  fall  back  a  little.  How- 
jver,  with  only  a  few  days  to  go  be- 
"ore  the  end  of  the  Louisiana  pricing 


period  we  feel  certain  that  he  is  going 
to  make  the  finish  line  before  too 
much  damage  is  done.  Today,  Febru- 
ary 14th,  raws  are  off  five  points  to 
$6.33  a  hundred  pounds.  Blackstrap 
is  up  a  quarter  of  a  cent  to  12^  cents 
a  gallon. 

With  less  that  two  weeks  to  go,  the 
season  has  been  as  follows : 


Weekly  Average 

Average 

Weekly  Average 

Average 

Week  Ending 

Raws 

To  Date 

Blackstrap 

To  Date 

1961- 

Oct.  12th 

6.1125 

6.1125 

12.5000 

12.5000 

19th 

6.1360 

6.121*2 

12.5000 

12.5000 

26th 

6.2280 

6.1588 

12.6750 

12.5583 

Nov.  2nd 

6.2^00 

6.1816 

12.5000 

12.51*37 

9th 

6.2500 

6.1953 

12.2500 

12.1*850 

.16th 

6.2220 

6.1997 

12.0000 

12.1*01*2 

23rd 

6.273U 

6.2103 

11.9375 

12.3375 

30th 

6.2700 

6.2177 

11.7500 

12.261*1 

Dec.  7th 

6.2700 

6.2235 

11.7500 

12.2069 

lUth 

6.3380 

6.2350 

11.7500 

12.1612 

21st 

6.3683 

6.21*71 

11.7500 

12.1239 

28th 

6.ij300 

6.2623 

11.7500 

12.0927 

1962- 

Jan.  Uth 

6.1*000 

6.2729 

11.7500 

12.0663 

11th 

6.U300 

6.281*2 

11.7500 

12.0U37 

18th 

6.U300 

6.2939 

11.9000 

12.031*2 

25th 

6.UU20 

6.3031 

12.0000 

12.0320 

Feb .  1st 

6.3900 

6.3082 

12.0000 

12.0301 

8th 

6.3800 

6.3122 

12.0000 

12.0285 

FOR  SALE 
Equipment  for   Sale  at  Longwood  Plan- 
tation  Sugar  Mill   located  on   the   River 
Road,   5.5   miles   below   L.S.U.    Stadium, 
Baton  Rouge,   Louisiana: 

2  Erie  City  Boilers,  250  HP— 150  PSI 
4  AT&M  Eeston  Centrifugals,  com- 
plete with  mixer  and  screw  conveyor 
1  "Kestner"  Triple  Effect  Evaporator 
1  Set  of  Copper  Brush  pans,  three  7' 
diameter   by    2'6"    tanks,    complete 
with  copper  coils  and  valves. 

For  Information  Call  MR.  SOFER 
Telephone  New  Orleans  529-1102 


WANTED 

Chief  Engineer  for  Raw  Sugar  Factory 
in  Southwest  Louisiana.  Comfortable 
home   and   other   perquisites. 

Reply   to   E-l,   The   Sugar   Bulletin 
414  Whitney   Bldg. 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 


MEN  WANTED 

WANTED  FOR  WORK  IN  SUGAR 
FACTORY  IN  FLORIDA,  THREE  ME- 
CHANICS AND  ONE  CENTRIFUGAL 
FOREMAN.  CALL  MR.  WILLIAMS, 
AREA  CODE  305,  WYMAN  6-2765, 
BELLE  GLADE,  FLORIDA. 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans.  La. 


Telephone   JA   2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter   M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 
AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO. 
LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  GayoBO  St. 
New  Orleans,  La. 


OF 


HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

THE    HIBERN1A    NATIONAL    BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

M.  &  L.   TRACTOR  CO. 

1201  St.  Charles  Street 

Houma,  Louisiana 

H.   B.  NAQUIN 

John   Deere   Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,  La. 


GODCHAUX   SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 

P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &  HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 
CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 
New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 


ca 


OF   QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.   &.   L.  ENGINEERING  CO.,  INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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UP  FRONT        f 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


The  Great  Debate 

In  the  last  issue  of  The  Sugar 
Bulletin  we  printed  a  speech  by  Joe 
Ferris  objecting  to  the  "world  quota" 
idea  being  considered  by  the  Admin- 
stration  to  replace  specific  foreign 
quotas  in  the  Sugar  Act. 

It  will  be  recalled  that,  under  the 
'world  quota"  system,  sugar  from 
foreign  countries,  other  than  the 
Philippines,  would  be  purchased  at  so 
sailed  "world  prices"  and  the  differ- 
ence between  the  "world"  price  and 
the  "domestic"  price  paid  into  the 
I  S.  treasury  in  a  manner  yet  to  be 
ietermined. 

Mr.  Ferris  believes  and  we  quote, 
'If  the  Congress  adopts  the  Admin- 
istration's proposal  to  abolish  indi- 
vidual quotas  for  foreign  countries — 
and  to  establish  a  precedent  for  buy- 
ing in  the  world  market  —  it  could 
lead  to  the  abolition  of  domestic  quo- 
tas and  domestic  prices". 

In  this  issue  we  are  printing  a 
speech  by  Mr.  Lawrence  Myers,  Head 
of  the  Sugar  Division  of  the  U.S.D.A., 
who  is  in  favor  of  the  "world  quota" 
idea. 

We  suggest  that  you  read  Mr. 
Myers'  speech  very  carefully  and  that 
you  read  again  the  speech  by  Mr. 
Ferris.  The  outcome  of  this  debate 
will  have  far  reaching  effect  on  the 
future  of  the  domestic  sugar  indus- 
try. 

Pricing  Period  Ends 

On  February  22,  1962  the  official 
1961-62  Pricing  Period  for  both  raw 
sugar  and  blackstrap  molasses  in 
Louisiana  came  to  a  close  after  twen- 
ty weeks  of  trading.  On  that  day 
the  Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange  an- 
nounced, that  the  Season's  Average 
Price  of  raw  sugar  in  bulk,  delivered 


New  Orleans,  was  $6.3153  a  hundred 
pounds,  and  that  the  Season's  Aver- 
age Price  of  blackstrap  molasses,  in 
bulk  f.o.b.  plantation,  was  12.0694 
cents  a  gallon.  The  U.S.D.A.  used 
these  quotations  to  establish  the 
price  of  standard  cane  for  Area  A  at 
6.726;  Area  B  at  6.694,  and  Area  C 
at  6.662.  The  Molasses  Bonus  is  20.- 
029  cents  per  actual  ton  of  cane. 

The  1961-62  Pricing  Period  dif- 
fered from  the  1960-61  season  in  a 
number  of  ways.  To  begin  with,  both 
sugar  and  blackstrap  were  quoted 
for  twenty  weeks.  Last  year  the  raw 
sugar  pricing  period  covered  only  16 
weeks  while  the  blackstrap  pricing 
period  ran  29  weeks.  The  average 
price  of  raws  this  season  was  6.3153 
whereas  the  average  for  raws  a  year 
ago  was  6.4828. 

The  average  price  of  blackstrap 
this  season  was  12.0694  compared 
with  a  13.0843  average  for  the  29 
week  season  last  year. 

If  the  raw  sugar  season  had  ended 
this  year  after  16  weeks,  the  average 
for  raws  would  have  been  6.3031. 
Had  the  1960-61  blackstrap  period 
ended  after  20  weeks  the  average 
a  year  ago  would  have  been  12.8325 
cents  a  gallon. 

The  most  significant  development 
in  raw  sugar  this  season  was  the 
large  number  of  "spot"  sales  record- 
ed by  the  Exchange.  More  than  100,- 
000  tons  of  Louisiana  raws  were  sold 
in  the  spot  market  and  over  fifty  dif- 
ferent transactions  were  recorded. 
This  was  a  record  for  the  Exchange. 
It  resulted  from  the  decision  of  Na- 
tional (now  Godchaux)  and  Colonial 
not  to  buy  Louisiana  raws  on  average 
prices. 

(Continued  on  page  123) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEII 


by  Lloyd  L,  Louden 


Contact  Committee 
L.  S.  U.  Thursday,  March  15 


The  Louisiana  State  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station  sugar  cane  re- 
search workers  will  again  meet  this 
year  to  give  reports  on  the  work  con- 
ducted during  the  past  year.  These 
reports  will  be  given  at  the  Contact 
Committee  meeting  to  be  held  Thurs- 
day, March  15,  beginning  at  9:30  in 
the  morning  at  Pleasant  Hall  on  the 
L.  S.  U.  Campus.  The  meeting  place 
is  large  and  it  is  air  conditioned. 
Pleasant  Hall  is  the  new  name  for 
what  was  once  called  Smith  Hall  near 
Tiger  Town. 

Mr.  Malcolm  Duhe,  Chairman  of 
the  Contact  Committee  of  the  League, 
and  Dr.  Charles  Upp,  Director  of  the 
L.  S.  U.  Experiment  Station,  invite 
all  growers  to  attend  this  important 
meeting.  Although  the  schedule  for 
the  program  has  not  been  completed, 
listed  below  are  some  of  the  subjects 
that  will  be  discussed. 

1.  Cost  Studies   and   Farm   Man- 
agement 

2.  Soil  and  Water  Research 

3.  Machinery 

4.  Fertilizers  for  Sugar  Cane 

5.  Results   of    Outfield    Tests    on 
New  Varieties 

6.  Results  of  Tests  of  New  Varie- 
ties on  the  L.  S.  U.  Station 

7.  Discussion  of  Mosaic   Disease, 
Red  Rot,  and  Stunting  Disease 

8.  Grass  Control  and  New  Chemi- 
cals 

9.  New  Work  in  Physiology 

10.  Sugar  Cane  Breeding  at  L.S.U. 

11.  Discussion  of  the  Sugar  Cane 
borer  and  its  Control 


The  average  yield  of  cane  per  ac 
has  increased  over  the  years.  Pre 
ress  has  been  made.  Research  I 
been  the  major  contributor  towa 
this  increase. 

The  new  varieties  in  the  fields 
day  as  well  as  many  of  the  practic 
used  on  the  farm  now  are  the  din 
result  of  research. 

The  Louisiana  sugar  industry  r 
always  been  recognized  for  its  gn 
interest  in  research.  Continue  tl 
interest.  It  has  paid  dividends, 
addition  to  the  knowledge  receiv 
while  at  this  meeting  your  preser 
will  be  an  inspiration  to  the  scienti* 
working  for  you.  There  is  alwa 
something  new.  This  is  also  an  t 
cellent  time  to  discuss  general  far: 
ing  topics  with  friends  in  other  are 
of  the  belt. 

Many  growers  have  asked  qu< 
tions  about  a  new  weed  killer  call 
Fenac.  This  chemical  has  been  grai 
ed  an  Experimental  Label  for  be 
seed  cane  and  cane  to  be  harvest 
for  the  mill.  This  means  the  cher 
cal  can  be  tried  this  year  by  grow* 
and  the  cane  can  be  harvested  a 
milled.  Questions  have  also  be 
asked  about  Silvex.  The  recomm* 
dation  for  the  control  of  the  sug 
cane  borer  has  been  modified.  Gro 
ers  should  be  particularly  anxious 
hear  these  two  reports  since  the  til 
of  use  of  this  information  is  so  ne 
at  hand.  Attend  the  meeting  a 
learn. 
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A  SUGAR  IMPORT  FEE 

4w  address  by  Lawrence  Myers,  Director,  Sugar  Division  Stabilization 

and  Conservation  Service,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  before 

the  Sugar  Club,  New  York  City,  Thursday,  February  15,  1962 


Mr.  President,  fellow  members  and 
lests  of  the  Sugar  Club : 
I  appreciate  the  opportunity  you 
ive  given  me  to  discuss  the  back- 
ound  of  one  of  the  proposed 
langes  in  the  Sugar  Act. 
In  his  budget  message  on  January 
\  President  Kennedy  made  the  fol- 
wing  statement  with  respect  to  new 
igar  legislation: 

"The  Sugar  Act  expires  on  June 
30,  1962.  Legislation  will  be  pro- 
posed extending  it  with  substan- 
tial revisions  to  bring  this  program 
into  line  with  the  greatly  changed 
world  sugar  situation.  Under  this 
legislation  the  difference  between 
the  domestic  and  world  price  of 
sugar,  which  is  currently  received 
by  foreign  suppliers  of  sugar,  will 
be  retained  by  the  United  States  to 
the  extent  permitted  by  existing 
international  agreements,  with  an 
estimated  increase  in  1963  budget 
receipts  of  $180,000,000." 

This  proposal  of  the  President  is 
milar  to,  though  broader  than  the 
mendment  sponsored  by  Senators 
ouglas  and  Fullbright  and  recom- 
lended  without  a  dissenting  vote  by 
le  Senate  Finance  Committee  in 
[arch  1961,  when  the  Sugar  Act  was 
st  extended.  That  amendment  was 
3  follows : 

"As  a  condition  for  the  importa- 
tion of  any  quantity  of  nonquota 
purchase  sugar  from  any  foreign 
countries  as  provided  in.  this  sub- 
section, a  fee  of  approximately  the 
difference  between  the  world  price 
and  the  domestic  price  of  raw  sug- 
ar, as  determined  by  the  Secretary, 
shall  be  paid  to  the  United  States 
by  the  person  applying  for  release 
of  such  quantity  of  sugar." 

The  amendment  was  voted  down  in 
le  Senate  at  the  strong  urging  of 
le  Administration  on  the  ground 
•lat  inadequate  time  remained  to 
tudy  and  debate  the  proposal  before 


the  lapse  of  the  legislation.  You  will 
recall  that  the  bill  extending  the  Act 
was  signed  into  law  a  few  short 
hours  before  the  legislation  would 
have  expired. 

Before  going  into  background  mat- 
ters, it  is  of  interest  to  observe  some 
of  the  first  reactions  to  President 
Kennedy's  statement. 

Naturally,  the  recommendation  is 
opposed  by  foreign  exporters  who 
have,  or  anticipate  quotas  to  sell  the 
sugar  for  consumption  in  the  United 
States.  Our  foreign  suppliers  receive 
more  than  twice  the  world  price  for 
the  sugar  they  sell  us.  For  that  rea- 
son all  exporters  and  potential  ex- 
porters want  to  be  included  in  our 
system  with  their  marketing  rights 
protected  by  law.  Accordingly,  in  ex- 
amining the  matter  from  the  stand- 
point of  domestic  interests  we  must 
exclude  both  foreign  suppliers  and 
those  members  of  the  domestic  in- 
dustry who  are  directly  or  indirectly 
concerned  with  foreign  production. 

Some  profess  to  see  in  the  Presi- 
dent's proposal  a  threat  to  the  entire 
protective  system  afforded  domestic 
sugar  producers.  It  has  even  been 
suggested  that  adoption  of  the  pro- 
posal will  result  in  the  termination 
of  Sugar  Act  payments  to  domestic 
growers.  Frankly,  I  do  not  think  a 
single  one  of  these  foreboding  inter- 
pretations is  valid.  The  President's 
proposal  carries  no  suggestion  of  any 
reduction  in  the  amount  or  effective- 
ness of  the  protection  afforded  the 
domestic  grower  of  sugarcane  or 
sugar  beets. 

A  second  group  of  reactions  is  that 
the  proposal  would  involve  hazard- 
ous but  unexplained  complexities  in 
market  procedures  and  that  it  would 
result  in  price  fixing,  personalized 
prices  and  new  price  risks.  Again 
the  basis  for  the  fears  is  not  evident 
since  the  present  system  can  be  criti- 
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cized  in  the  same  way  with  equal 
validity. 

Finally,  it  has  been  contended  that 
the  proposal  would  endanger  our 
supplies.  This  is  really  difficult  to 
understand  when  the  proposed  sys- 
tem is  contrasted  with  the  present 
one  under  which  prices  are  support- 
ed entirely  through  the  tightening  of 
supplies  in  the  domestic  market. 

Since  one  of  our  good  friends  is 
quoted  in  the  newspapers  as  having 
stated  that  the  proposal  was  made 
by  "college  boys",  I  hope  that  we  can 
study  the  matter  with  academic  im- 
partiality and  dispassion.  I  am  sure 
our  friend  did  not  realize  how  many 
supporters  he  would  make  for  the 
proposal  from  among  those  in  the 
baldheaded  row. 

The  President's  statement  that 
the  difference  between  the  domestic 
price  and  the  world  price  of  sugar 
will  be  retained  by  the  United  States 
clearly  implies  the  imposition  of  an 
import  fee.  Let  us  note  the  possible 
mechanics,  (a)  The  import  fee  could 
operate  exactly  as  the  tariff  operates. 
Certainly  that  would  involve  no  new 
set  of  mechanics  for  importers  or 
refiners,  (b)  If  it  should  be  pre- 
ferred by  the  industry,  the  import 
fee  could  operate  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  one  applied  to  importations  of 
non-quota  sugar  from  the  Dominican 
Republic  in  1960  and  the  first  quar- 
ter of  1961.  Again,  no  new  mechan- 
ics would  be  required,  (c)  Still  de- 
pending upon  the  preferences  of  im- 
porters and  refiners,  the  fee  could 
be  fixed  at  the  time  of  purchase  by 
providing  for  proper  notification  of 
purchase  and  the  guaranteeing  of 
subsequent  importation  by  a  per- 
formance bond.  The  mechanical  fea- 
tures should  involve  neither  serious 
procedural  complications  nor  in- 
creased price  hazards.  Indeed  a  fee 
system  could  involve  fewer  compli- 
cations and  fewer  hazards  than  to- 
day's program. 

One  member  of  the  sugar  industry 
has  suggested  that  the  objective  be 
met  by  a  simple  increase  in  the  tar- 
iff. Much  could  be  said  in  favor  of 
old  time  tariff  protection   from   the 
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standpoint  of  simplifying  the  woi 
of  government.  A  fixed  tariff,  hoA 
ever,  would  not  protect  the  domest 
producers  adequately  when  there 
a  major  decline  in  world  sugar  pric 
and  it  would  burden  domestic  co 
sumers  unnecessarily  if  there  shou 
be  a  major  increase  in  world  price 
It  would  seem  preferable,  therefo 
to  make  the  fee  subject  to  ad  jus 
ments  to  offset  major  changes 
world  sugar  prices. 

This  country's  import  program  u 
der  the  Sugar  Act  has  been  discussc 
in  the  context  of  foreign  aid  and  fo 
eign     trade.      As     Senator     Doug! 
pointed  out  in  his  debate  last  Marc 
the  price  this  country  pays  forei 
producers  for  sugar  consists  of  t 
parts:    (a)  the  world  price  or  tra 
part  and   (b)  the  quota  premium 
foreign    aid    part.     The    Presiden 
proposal   would    separate   these   tvjl 
parts.  Thereafter  the  sugar  econon 
would  be  permitted  to  function  fr< 
from  the  impediments  of  a  foreig 
aid  program — and  foreign  aid  wou 
be  carried  out  as  a  separate  progra 
on  its  own  merits.   United  States  ir 
ports  of  sugar  would   no   longer  1| 
accepted   as   the   measurement   of 
foreign  country's  need  for  aid  froj 
the  United  States. 

The  history  of  the  sugar  quota  pr 
gram  throws  light  on  its  nature  ar 
purpose.  Our  special  sugar  legisl 
tion  first  appeared  as  the  Jones-Co 
tigan  amendment  to  the  Agricultur 
Adjustment  Act  of  1933.  Now  it 
interesting  to  note  that  the  AgricuJ 
tural  Adjustment  Act  was  design* 
to  deal  with  the  "present  acute  ec 
nomic  emergency"  then  existing. 

It  would  have  been  a  simple  matt<J 
to  have  developed  a  program  to  de 
with  the  "acute  economic  emergency 
as  it  affected  our  domestic  sugi 
producers  without  attempting  to  a 
others.  However,  our  Nation  w; 
greatly  concerned  with  the  econom 
disaster  that  had  befallen  Cub 
Therefore  the  major  effort  in  formi) 
lating  the  sugar  program  was 
benefit  Cuban  producers  as  well  ;| 
the  producers  of  the  United  Stati 
which  then  included  the  Philippine 
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it  that  time  Cuba  supplied  over  99 
iercent  of  all  sugar  imports  to  the 
Jnited  States  from  foreign  countries. 
Jow,  after  28  years  and  the  loss  of 
)uba,  we  are  trying  to  carry  on  the 
>rogram  as  though  there  had  been 
10  change  since  the  time  it  was  de- 
veloped to  lift  the  Cuban  sugar  in- 
lustry  out  of  the  depression. 

The  program  started  out  with  mod- 
ist  import  restrictions  and  modest 
>rice  premiums  but  there  were  suc- 
cessive reductions  in  the  tariff  which 
lecessitated  tighter  and  tighter  quo- 
i.a  controls  in  order  to  maintain  do- 
mestic prices.  Paradoxically,  this 
bhift  from  moderate  tariff  protec- 
tion and  moderate  quota  controls  to 
ow  tariff  protection  and  tight  quota 
controls  (which  was  a  shift  to  tighter 
trade  restrictions)  was  made  under 
i  program  intended  to  liberalize 
trade  and  to  reduce  trade  barriers. 

In  the  post-war  period  under  the 
Sugar  Act  of  1948  emphasis  was 
placed  upon  the  dependability  of  Ou- 
tran supplies.  Pre-Castro  Cuba  had 
stood  beside  the  United  States  and 
had  supplied  us  sugar  at  reasonable 
prices  during  two  world  wars  and 
was  destined  to  do  so  during  the 
period  of  fighting  in  Korea  and  dur- 
ing the  Hungarian-Suez  crises.  It 
was  recognized,  therefore,  that  the 
luota  premium  at  that  time  not  only 
constituted  foreign  aid  but  also  pro- 
vided supply  insurance.  Cuba,  pro- 
ducing 6,000,000  tons  of  sugar  annu- 
ally and  located  90  miles  off  our 
coast,  had  the  ability  and  the  willing- 
ness necessary  to  guarantee  supplies 
for  the  American  market.  No  other 
country  has  that  ability.  Alterna- 
tive suppliers  have  small  reserves, 
are  located  far  away  or  both. 

If  we  are  honest  with  ourselves  in 
a  review  of  the  sugar  import  quota 
program,  we  must  admit  that  it  has 
been  successful  both  as  to  price  and 
as  to  supply  as  a  result  of  the  intel- 
ligent actions  and  cooperation  of  the 
pre-Castro  Cuban  sugar  industry. 
The  Cuban  Sugar  Stabilization  Insti- 
tute saw  to  it  that  our  sugar  require- 
ments were  met  at  all  times  except 
when     the     shipping     shortages     of 


World  War  II  interfered.  In  1941 
when  our  requirements  suddenly  shot 
upward  by  1,000,000  tons,  Cuba  sup- 
plied 900,000  tons  of  the  increase.  In 
1947  when  decontrol  caused  our  re- 
quirements to  rise  by  1.75  million 
tons,  Cuba  supplied  1.50  million  tons 
of  the  increase.  Again  in  1950  when 
the  Korean  War  broke  out  Cuba  not 
only  assured  us  of  our  stated  require- 
ments but  sold  us  an  additional  600,- 
000  tons  to  use  for  stabilization  pur- 
poses. 

Our  sugar  program  has  worked. 
Domestic  producers  have  enjoyed  the 
benefits  of  price  stability  and  domes- 
tic consumers  have  enjoyed  adequate 
and  stable  supplies.  Not  surprising- 
ly, therefore,  it  is  asked  "why  rock 
the  boat?"  The  answer  is  Mr.  Fidel 
Castro.  He  and  his  fellow  Commu- 
nists not  merely  rocked  the  boat,  they 
sank  it.  Almost  immediately  after 
Castro  came  into  power  in  January 
1959,  Cuba  started  to  shift  its  sugar 
economy  into  the  Communist  orbit. 
This  country  reacted  slowly.  How- 
ever, it  finally  recognized  that  Cuba 
was  no  longer  a  dependable  source 
of  supply  for  sugar  and  in  July  1960 
provided  that  supplies  should  come 
from  other  sources.  The  United 
States  must  readjust  its  thinking  on 
the  entire  sugar  program  to  the  re- 
alities of  today. 

One  aspect  of  our  sugar  import 
quota  program  has  been  its  cost. 
Since  the  quota  program  has  been  in 
effect  Cuba  has  received  price  pre- 
miums on  the  sugar  it  sold  for  con- 
sumption in  the  United  States  of 
more  than  $1  billion.  We  can  label 
as  absurdities  the  charges  of  the  Cu- 
ban Communists  that  these  price  pre- 
miums enslaved  Cuba  and  forced  it 
to  continue  a  one  crop  economy.  On 
the  other  hand,  we  are  forced  to  ad- 
mit that  the  billion  dollars  we  have 
paid  Cuba  in  the  form  of  price  pre- 
miums did  not  prevent  Communism 
from  coming  to  Cuba.  Under  recent 
extensions  of  the  Sugar  Act  other 
countries  have  been  given  increasing 
shares  in  the  United  States  market. 
When  this  country  stopped  buying 
Cuban  sugar  in  1960  the  Cuban  quo- 
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ta  was  reallocated  to  other  countries. 
Thereupon  such  other  countries  be- 
came the  recipients  of  the  price  pre- 
miums previously  paid  Cuba. 

In  1961  the  price  premiums  paid 
on  our  imports  from  foreign  coun- 
tries amounted  to  $200  million.  These 
price  premiums  were  foreign  relief 
expenditures  by  American  consum- 
ers. Possibly  such  foreign  relief, 
measured  by  our  sugar  imports,  went 
only  to  the  countries  that  needed  it 
most  and  ended  up  financing  the  best 
of  all  possible  projects  for  economic 
and  social  development.  Possibly  the 
stoppage  of  our  sugar  imports  from 
Cuba  coincided  precisely  with  the 
time  that  relief  expenditures  should 
have  been  shifted  from  Cuba  to  other 
recipient  countries.  I  shall  not  un- 
dertake to  disprove  such  hypotheses 
and  certainly  I  shall  not  attempt  to 
substiantiate  them.  Surely,  however, 
all  Americans  will  agree  that  the 
$250  million  in  sugar  price  premiums 
this  country  paid  to  Castro's  Cuba  in 
1959  and  1960  and  which  Castro  used 
for  the  purpose  of  saddling  Commu- 
nism onto  Cuba  were  not  spent  in 
this  country's  best  interests. 

The  reallocation  to  other  countries 
of  the  Cuban  quota  with  its  price 
premiums  has  brought  both  pleasure 
and  disappointment  to  foreign  sugar 
exporters.  In  1961,  28  countries  ap- 
plied for  reallocations  of  the  Cuban 
quota.  The  applications  from  those 
specifying  quantities  exceeded  5  mil- 
lion tons.  An  additional  number  of 
countries  did  not  give  specific  fig- 
ures. The  quantity  imported  to  re- 
place Cuban  sugar  approximated 
3,000,000  tons.  Many  foreign  sellers 
were  disappointed,  to  put  it  mildly. 
It  would  not  be  possible  to  satisfy 
the  demands  of  foreign  sugar  export- 
ers for  United  States  quotas  unless 
this  country  could  purchase  the  en- 
tire world  sugar  surplus  on  a  con- 
tinuing basis. 

Let  me  touch  on  the  somewhat  re- 
lated criticism  that  our  price  pre- 
miums are  causing  foreign  producers 
to  expand  production.  Actually,  if 
quota  premiums  are  continued,  this 
country  may  find  itself  charged  with 


being  the  cause  of  low  world  priced 
and  with  being  morally  obligated  tq 
purchase  the  world  sugar  surplus! 
This  danger  will  remain  despite  anjj 
warnings  this  country  may  issue. 

The   so-called   barter   program   is 
of  course,  an  effort  to  salvage  some! 
thing  of  value  for  American  agricul- 
ture out  of  the  quota  premiums  be- 
ing paid  to  foreign  exporters. 

As  sugar  people,  you  members  oi 
the  Sugar  Club  have  only  incidenta 
interests  in  the  cost  and  foreign  re- 
lations aspects  of  the  sugar  program 
Therefore,  let  us  examine  the  mattei 
now  from  the  more  narrow  stand- 
point of  its  effects  on  our  sugar  sup- 
plies and  the  sugar  trade. 

While  the  United  States  obtainec 
3,000,000  tons  of  sugar  annually 
from  Cuba  and  could  obtain  practic- 
ally unlimited  additional  quantities 
when  needed,  it  was  not  vital  whethei 
some  of  our  other  suppliers  marketec 
their  sugar  early  or  late,  or  whethei 
they  filled  their  quotas  in  whole  oi 
in  part.  With  Cuba  in  Communist 
hands,  this  country  has  lost  its  evei 
dependable  sugar  bowl  and  the  gov- 
ernor on  its  sugar  market.  We  musl 
now  go  to  smaller  suppliers  frequent- 
ly in  far  away  places. 

Sugar  could  be  shipped  from  Cuba 
to  New  Orleans  over  a  weekend  or  tc 
north  of  Hatteras  refiners  in  four  tc 
six  days.  An  important  part  of  oui 
substitute  supplies  last  year  were  or 
the  water  four  to  six  weeks.  In  fact 
some  of  the  sugar  reallocated  on  June 
1  did  not  start  to  arrive  until  Octo- 
ber. 

We  must  now  attempt  to  anticipate 
our  supply  requirements  months  in 
advance.  However,  lead  time  is  not 
all  that  we  need.  Who  among  you 
forecast  the  outbreak  of  fighting  in 
Korea  or  the  Hungarian  revolt  foui 
months  in  advance?  Each  brought 
on  a  wave  of  sugar  buying.  Who  is 
going  to  tell  us  the  exact  level  oi 
demand  four  months  from  now  and! 
four  months  from  tomorrow  and 
from  tomorrow's  tomorrow?  Per- 
haps as  has  been  suggested,  you  re-f 
finers  will  be  prepared  to  build  huge 
warehouses  and   carry   reserve  sup- 
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plies  to  meet  unforseen  upsurges  in 
demand.  Either  we  must  carry  huge 
stocks  of  sugar  in  this  country  to 
meet  such  requirements  or  we  must 
have  flexibility  in  obtaining  supplies 
from  foreign  countries.  The  third 
choice  is  to  endanger  our  supplies. 
Today  our  import  supplies  are  divid- 
ed into  a  number  of  watertight  com- 
partments. This  is  necessary  if  the 
present  quota  system  is  to  be  effec- 
tive in  supporting  prices  but  it  in- 
volves risks  to  long  and  thin  supply 
lines. 

In  a  good  many  of  the  discussions 
the  import  fee  proposal  has  been  re- 
ferred to  as  a  global  quota  plan.  The 
imposition  of  an  import  fee  that 
would  absorb  the  premium  of  domes- 
tic over  world  prices  would,  of 
course,  make  foreign  country  quotas 
unnecessary  as  a  price  raising  device. 
Under  such  a  system  individual  for- 
eign country  quotas  presumably 
would  be  dispensed  with  and  import- 
ers would  be  free  to  buy  from  any 
friendly  foreign  raw  sugar  exporter. 

Now  let  us  examine  more  carefully 
the  argument  that  the  United  States 
cannot  buy  foreign  sugar  unless  it 
pays  a  premium  over  the  world  price. 
That  argument  should  be  hard  for 
any  American  to  take.  Stated  blunt- 
ly, it  means  that  foreign  sugar  ex- 
porters will  refuse  to  sell  to  the 
United  States  at  the  same  price  in 
terms  of  U.  S.  dollars  at  which  they 
make  sales  to  other  countries. 

Let  us  agree  that  some  countries 
may  drop  out  of  the  export  business 
rather  than  to  sell  at  today's  low 
world  price.  If  a  sufficient  number 
drop  out,  the  world  price  will  im- 
prove. That  would  be  constructive. 
This  country  is  a  member  of  the  In- 
ternational Sugar  Agreement  which 
has  the  objective  of  keeping  world 
prices  within  a  range  of  3.15  to  4.00 
cents  per  pound.  Recently  they  have 
been  around  2.00  to  2.25  cents,  with 
even  lower  prices  rumored. 

Under  the  proposed  program  the* 
world  price  would  reach  a  level  that 
would  bring  out  the  necessary  sup- 
ply of  sugar.  All  that  is  in  line  with 
normal  market  behavior  and  ancient 


and  still  honorable  buying  practices. 
Surely,  however,  Yankee  trading 
ability  has  not  become  so  decrepit 
that  a  U.  S.  dollar  in  an  American's' 
hands  will  buy  less  sugar  than  the 
same  dollar  in  the  hands  of  a  foreign 
buyer. 

A  sugar  program  designed  to  meet 
the  conditions  of  the  future  should 
provide  adequate  price  support  to 
domestic  producers  without  overem- 
phasis on  tightness  of  supplies.  So 
long  as  a  friendly  Cuba  assured  us 
of  adequate  and  timely  supplies  it 
was  not  necessary  for  our  eastern 
refiners  to  carry  large  inventories. 
In  order  to  maintain  prices,  however, 
it  was  necessary  to  keep  supplies 
really  tight.  This  tightness  applied 
most  acutely  to  the  northeast.  At 
times  the  total  year-end  quota  stocks 
of  raw  sugar  held  by  all  10  north- 
eastern refineries  were  less  than 
those  in  the  single  Pacific  Coast  re- 
finery. 

The  potentialities  in  this  situation 
were  strikingly  illustrated  by  an  ex- 
ample most  of  you  well  remember 
when  the  diversion  of  a  single  cargo 
of  sugar  from  New  York  was  fol- 
lowed by  a  price  rise  of  50  cents  per 
100  pounds.  That  experience  had  its 
lighter  side  because  it  came  at  the 
end  of  a  long  period  of  eroding  prices. 
If  the  development  had  taken  place 
when  prices  were  high,  it  could  have 
had  dire  consequences. 

A  sugar  program  for  the  future 
also  should  permit  a  return  to  less 
dangerous  trading  practices  than 
some  of  those  now  followed.  Today 
futures  trading  in  sugar  is  only  a 
fraction  of  what  it  was  in  the  late 
1920's.  This  reflects  a  failure  to  fol- 
low the  normal  hedging  practices 
that  characterize  sound,  conservative 
commodity  merchandising  through- 
out the  world.  Today  most  sugar 
brokers  apparently  operate  to  some 
extent  as  "dealers".  As  I  understand 
the  word  to  be  used  in  the  sugar 
trade,  the  term  "dealer"  is  a  euphe- 
mism for  "speculator".  It  means  that 
the  person  or  firm  takes  the  risk  of 
carrying  stocks  of  sugar  unhedged. 
I  realize  that  this  practice  might  be 
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given  several  explanations.  The  fact 
remains,  however,  that  the  practice 
is  forced  upon  sugar  traders  by  the 
present  market  price  structure.  In 
order  to  maintain  adequate  quota 
premiums,  supplies  must  be  kept 
tight.  By  tightening  supplies,  prices 
of  spot  sugar  are  forced  above  prices 
for  distant  futures.  Hedging  under 
such  a  price  structure  would  involve 
the  fixing  of  a  loss.  Governmental 
controls  can  constitute  no  safe  sub- 
stitute for  sound  merchandising 
methods. 

In  the  past  year  we  have  had  a 
large  measure  of  good  luck  and  most 
of  our  foreign  suppliers  have  shown 
the  desire  to  cooperate.  Even  so,  re- 
ceipts tended  to  be  inadequate  in  the 
early  summer  and  threatened  to  be- 
come excessive  at  the  end  of  the  year. 
Worse  yet,  the  market  was  adverse- 
ly affected  for  a  number  of  weeks 
by  assurances  of  sugar  that  did  not 
exist  and  that  could  not  be  supplied. 

I  think  that  experience  of  last  sum- 
mer is  an  excellent  example  of  what 
the  sugar  industry  must  anticipate 
in  the  future  if  the  sugar  program 
remains  unchanged.  Inevitably,  some 
countries  will  be  excessively  optimis- 
tic about  their  abilities  to  supply. 
Inevitably,  sugar  from  some  distant 
sources  will  fail  to  arrive  when  it  is 
most  needed.  The  authority  is  not 
in  our  hands  to  control  the  monsoons 
or  storms  at  sea,  to  prevent  port  con- 
gestion or  labor  difficulties,  or  to 
determine  foreign  decontrol  actions 
or  prevent  internal  strife  in  coun- 
tries abroad.  Either  we  must  allow 
for  shortfalls  and  poorly  timed  ar- 
rivals by  higher  quota  figures,  which 
may  depress  prices,  or  we  must  face 
the  danger  of  shortages. 

Twice  during  the  past  month  for- 
eign developments  have  placed  our 
sugar  supplies  in  jeopardy.  The  more 
dramatic  time  "was  when  the  market 
feared  that  the  short-lived  coup  d' 
etat  in  the  Dominican  Republic  might 
cause  us  to  lose  Dominican  supplies. 
Equally  important,  however,  was  the 
slow  selling  of  Philippine  sugar  that 
preceded  devaluation  in  that  country. 
Such  difficulties  are  inevitable  when 


we  attempt  to  give  each  supplier  an<| 
potential  supplier  throughout  th 
world  a  fragment  of  a  quota  designei 
to  meter  sugar  into  the  United  State 
from  the  mountainous  supplies  o 
Cuba. 

Let  us  then  summarize: 

1.  An  import  fee  equal  to  the  dif 
ference  between  domestic  and  for 
eign  prices  would  separate  the  busi 
ness  of  importing  sugar  from  th« 
foreign  aid  program  of  the  United 
States. 

2.  Our  present  foreign  sugar  sup 
pliers  will  probably  get  less  for  thei 
sugar  than  they  do  under  the  presen 
quotas.  However,  world  prices  mighl 
improve  and  certainly  should  becomi 
more  stable  if  the  huge  volume  of  th< 
United  States  sugar  import  trad 
were  added  to  the  present  volume  o: 
trade  in  the  world  market.  Foreigi 
suppliers  who  consider  themselvef 
assured  of  U.  S.  quotas  are  opposed 
to  the  program.  Members  of  the  doi 
mestic  industry  who  are  directly  oi 
indirectly  interested  in  foreign  pro 
duction  likewise  oppose  such  a  pro 
gram. 

Owners  of  Cuban  sugar  enter 
prises  who  hope  some  day  to  ge 
their  properties  back  might  well  tak« 
a  second  look  at  the  matter.  Cer 
tainly  they  will  be  disappointed  a 
the  loss  of  the  quota  premium  bu 
by  now  it  should  be  evident  tha' 
there  will  be  little  quota  left  for  Cu 
ba  to  claim  if  the  present  system  i: 
continued. 

3.  Purely  domestic  producers  shoulc 
not  be  adversely  affected  in  any  waj 
by  the  import  fee  system.  Indeec 
their  prices  might  be  supported  witi 
more  certainty  than  is  true  at  time* 
under  the  quota  system. 

4.  Practices  in  the  sugar  trad< 
should  tend  toward  the  more  norma 
practices  of  commodity  trading.  Th* 
sugar  broker  could  then  concentrab 
on  his  merchandising  functions  rath 
er  than  on  how  to  get  rid  of  marke 
risks  he,  as  a  dealer,  has  been  forcec 
to  accept. 

5.  Importers  would  have  greatei 
freedom  in  buying  sugar  from  amoni 
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Tiendly  foreign  suppliers.  If  one  of 
ftur  suppliers  suffered  a  short  crop 
f>r  failed  to  have  supplies  when  need- 
fed,  other  suppliers  would  have  them. 
[Hie  total  foreign  quota  could,  there- 
fore, be  obtained  with  much  greater 
kertainty  and  precision  than  is  pos- 
sible when  a  separate  import  quota 
'mist  be  provided  for  each  foreign 
(supplying  country. 

6.  The  industrial  user  could  not 
>e  guaranteed  any  lower  price  than 
le  is  now  paying.  However,  since 
mporters  and  refiners  would  have 
greater  flexibility  in  procuring  for- 

ign  supplies,  the  industrial  user 
:ould  have  greater  confidence  that 
lis  supplies  will  be  available  when 
le  needs  them. 

7.  The  import  fee  system  would 
?ut  the  sugar  program  on  a  sounder 
Dasis  than  it  has  been  at  any  time 
since  Castro  took  over  Cuba. 


UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  115) 
Acreage  Hearing  Scheduled 

Thursday,  March  13,  1962  is  the 
day  that  has  been  chosen  by  the 
U.S.D.A.  for  the  formal  hearing  on 
proportionate  shares  for  Louisiana 
and  Florida  sugar  cane  farmers. 

Unlike  the  informal  sparring  match 
of  February  6th,  reported  in  our  Feb- 
ruary 15th  issue,  this  one  is  for 
keeps.  It  will  be  held  in  the  Queen 
Anne  Room  of  the  Monteleone  Hotel, 
New  Orleans,  beginning  at  10:00 
A.M.  We  repeat,  the  day  is  Tuesday, 
March  13th,  the  place  the  Queen 
Anne  Room  of  the  Monteleone  Hotel, 
and  the  time  ten  in  the  morning. 


WANTED 

Chief  Engineer  for  Raw  Sugar  Factory 
in  Southwest  Louisiana.  Comfortable 
home   and   other  perquisites. 

Reply  to  E-l,  The  Sugar  Bulletin 
414  Whitney  Bldg. 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 


JP  JH/lAI  A.\J  has  been  approved  and  released  by  the  Pure  Food 
and  Drug  Administration  for  use  in  sugar  cane,  both  for  mill  and  seed 
cane,  for  1962.  FENAC  is  highly  recommended  by  the  L  S  U  Experi- 
ment Station  for  the  control  of  weeds  and  grasses  in  sugar  cane.  You 
are  urged  to  at  least  try  some  Fenac  in  1962  even  though  the  cost  per 
acre  is  high.  You  will  then  know  and  be  familiar  with  the  wonderful 
job  Fenac  can  do  for  you  as  a  weed  and  grass  control  chemical.  With 
large  scale  production  by  1963,  it  is  needless  to  say  that  the  price  of 
this  material  will  drop  considerably. 

For  your  supply   of   Fenac   contact  us. 

ASSUMPTION  FARM  SUPPLIES  &  CHEMICALS  CO. 

P.  O.  Box  246 
Napoleonville,  La.  Phone  2251 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLISV  HULSE  and  C0LC0CK9  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,  La. 


Telephone   JA   2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter  M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 
AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 

LOUISIANA,   INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL    BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101   Carondelet  Bldg. 
New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

M.  &  L.  TRACTOR  CO. 

1201  St.  Charles  Street 

Houma,  Louisiana 

H.  B.  NAQUIN 

John   Deere   Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,  La. 


GODCHAUX   SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,  INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 

P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &  HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 
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THE  MARK 

•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


OF  QUALITY 


J.  &.   L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeaneretfe,  Louisiana 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Acreage  Allotment  Discussion 

Tomorrow,  March  13th,  is  the  day 
artien  the  USDA  hearing  on  1963 
jane  acreage  allotments  for  Louisi- 
ina  and  Florida  will  be  held  in  the 
Monteleone  Hotel  here  in  New  Or- 
eans.  At  this  meeting  cane  farmers 
:rom  the  two  states  present  their  ar- 
guments relative  to  the  division  of 
acreage  among  the  growers  in  that 
part  of  the  sugar  world  known  as 
the  Mainland  Sugarcane  Area.  It 
should  be  an  interesting  get-together. 

We  quote  below  from  the  official 
notice  of  the  meeting  issued  on 
March  1st  by  the  U.S.D.A. 

"Recent  estimates  of  production 
from  the  1961-crop,  and  reports  of 
greatly  expanded  plantings  of  sugar- 
sane  for  1962-crop  harvest  in  Flori- 
da, indicate  the  likelihood  that  1963- 
crop  acreages  of  sugarcane  must  be 
restricted." 

"Views  and  recommendations  of 
interested  persons  are  desired  at  the 
March  13  hearing  on  all  matters  re- 
lating to  establishment  of  propor- 
tionate shares." 

"The  current  Sugar  Act  expires 
June  30,  1962.  Therefore,  since  the 
sugar  quota  provisions  applicable 
after  that  date  will  not  be  known  un- 
til new  or  continuing  legislation  is 
enacted,  recommendations  are  re- 
quested as  to  the  total  acreage  need- 
ed under  each  of  the  following  con- 
tingencies : 

(a) — With  marketing  quotas  set 
(under  new  legislation)  in  line 
with  the  recent  industry  recom- 
mendation of  900,000  tons  in  1962 
and  this  same  figure  plus  the 
area's  percentage  of  market  growth 
for  1963; 


(b) — With  marketing  quotas  set 
(under  the  quota  provisions  of  the 
present  Sugar  Act)  at  a  level  of 
about  750,000  tons  for  1962  and 
the  same  level  for  1963;  and 

(c) — With   quotas   set  at  some 
point  between  the  quota  levels  in 
(a)  and  (b)  above." 
"In  making  recommendations  with 
respect  to  the   1963  acreages  under 
the  various  assumed  quota  levels,  the 
resultant  effective  as  well  as  actual 
inventory  levels  should  be  considered 
from  the  standpoint  of  the  industry's 
willingness    to    carry    sugar    stocks. 
USDA  officials  said  it  will  be  help- 
ful,  also,   if  estimated  sugar  yields 
per  acre  used  in  these  calculations 
are  given." 

"In  addition  to  views  and  recom- 
mendations on  the  1963-crop  acreage 
level  and  resultant  inventories,  rec- 
ommendations are  also  requested  on 
the  following  matters: 

1.  The  formula  to  be  used  in  es- 
tablishing farm  bases  at  each  of  the 
foregoing  quota  levels,  including: 

(a)  the  years  (base  period)  of 
production  to  be  used ; 

(b)  the  weightings  to  be  given 
to  each  crop  year  in  the  base  pe- 
riod; 

(c)  the  treatment  of  farms  hav- 
ing production  in  only  a  part  of  the 
base  period;  and 

(d)  the  maximum  acreage  per 
farm  for  the  smaller  farms  which 
would  be  exempt  from  application 
of  the  adjustment  factor. 

(In  connection  with  this  item  1,  it 

should  be  noted  that  the  Sugar  Act 

requires  that  proportionate  shares  be 

established    with    consideration    for 

(Continued  on  page  134) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEt 

by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


There  is  no  doubt  that  the  effects 
of  the  big  January  freeze  will  cause 
some  weak  stands  in  several  sections 
of  the  Louisiana  cane  belt  in  the  1962 
cane  crop.  In  general,  the  extent  to 
which  stands  will  be  affected  is  still 
somewhat  unknown.  In  some  areas 
it  is  already  apparent  that  little  or  no 
real  damage  has  been  suffered.  In 
other  areas  it  is  already  recognized 
that  material  damage  has  been  done 
to  both  plant  and  stubble  cane.  But 
in  several  other  areas  there  is  much 
cane  in  question  and  particularly 
stubble  cane. 

Recent  observations  and  reports 
indicate  that  the  Meeker-Bunkie  area 
will  suffer  the  greatest  damage  in 
stands.  Temperatures  were  lower  in 
that  area  and  the  duration  of  the 
freeze  was  greater.  In  addition,  the 
soils  in  the  area  are  very  light  in 
texture  and  it  is  in  this  type  of  soil 
that  damage  is  greater.  Plant  cane 
and  second  year  stubble  does  not  ap- 
pear good  at  all.  First  year  stubble 
is  only  fair.  This  opinon  has  been 
formed  as  a  result  of  several  surveys 
in  which  seed  and  stubble  pieces  were 
dug  for  examination.  In  spite  of  this 
dismal  report  growers  have  been  ad- 
vised not  to  destroy  cane  at  this  time. 
Sands  warm  up  very  slowly  and  time 
should  be  the  final  judge. 

The  Terrebonne  area  appears  al- 
most normal.  Prior  to  the  recent 
frost  most  cane  was  marking  the  row 
both  in  plant  and  in  first  year 
stubble.  Second  year  stubble  is  -slow 
but  upon  digging,  good  eyes  are  to 
be  found  at  a  low  level.  This  does  not 
mean  that  there  will  not  be  an  occa- 
sional poor  stand  but  in  general  this 


A  Look  At  Stands 

area  looks  good  at  this  time. 

Starting  from  Napoleonville  ai 
going  down  Bayou  Lafourche  cai 
looks  progressively  better.  Stan 
near  Raceland  and  below  appei 
much  better  in  general  than  stands 
and  around  the  Napoleonville  are 
Plant  cane  and  first  stubble,  in  ge 
eral,  are  good.  Second  stubble  is  st 
in  question.  The  stands  on  sane 
soils  appear  worse  than  on  other  s( 
types. 

Stands  from  Napoleonville  up  Ba 
ou  Lafourche  are  not  as  good  as  t 
lower  part  of  the  area.  Some  pla 
cane  on  sandy  soils  planted  from  Se 
tember  12  to  September  23  appe 
weak.  Second  year  stubble  is  st 
weak  in  the  area  and  particularly 
the  sandy  type  soils.  Stands  in  bla 
land  appear  good.  First  year  stubt 
does  not  appear  to  be  materially  dai 
aged  at  this  time.  Again  growers  a 
advised  not  to  destroy  cane  at  tri 
time.  There  is  plenty  of  time  for  t\\ 
job. 

Stands  on  the  Lower  Mississip 
River  area  appear  good  in  gener; 
Damage  appears  greater  up  rive 
From  observations  it  appears  th 
there  is  a  gradual  increase  in  dama 
to  stands  starting  with  St.  Charl 
Parish  and  ending  with  West  Bat< 
Rouge  Parish.  There  is  much  qu< 
tion  about  stands  of  second  ye 
stubble  in  the  Iberville  -  West  Bat 
Rouge  area.  Even  some  first  ye 
stubble  appears  weak  and  partic 
larly  on  sandy  soils.  Plant  cane  he 
seems  to  be  fair  at  this  time. 

The  western  area  from  New  Ibei 
down    Bayou    Teche    is    normal 
(Continued  on  page  130) 
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)WPON  lcills  problem  grasses  other  methods  only  slow  down 


hy  settle  for  temporary  control  of 
wanted  grasses  in  ditches  when  results 
i  sure  and  long-lasting  with  Dowpon® 
iss  killer. 

le  minute  Dowpon  is  sprayed  on  the 
ass  leaves,  it  starts  being  absorbed, 
ice  inside,  it  finds  its  way  into  every 
er  of  the  grass— roots  and  all!  Alexander 
iss,  crabgrass,  cattails,  phragmites  — 
en  the  tough  perennials  Johnson  and 
rmuda  grass— yield  to  the  tops-to-roots 
ling  power  of  Dowpon.  Its  control  is 
lg-lasting  and  economical.  In  fact,  the 
st  of  keeping  water  flowing  in  ditches 


actually  becomes  less  each  year.  Much 
less  than  with  time-consuming  cutting, 
flaming  or  oiling. 

Apply  Dowpon  by  aerial  or  ground  equip- 
ment, alone  or  in  combination  with  a  brush 
killer,  when  vegetation  is  growing.  Then 
follow  with  one  or  two  spot  treatments 
later  in  the  year.  See  your  nearest  Dow 
Farm  Chemicals  supplier  for  all  the  details. 
Solve  your  grass  problems  the  easy  way 
—with  Dowpon! 

PRODUCT  ADVERTISED   HEREIN   COMPLIES   WITH   U.  S.  LAW 

When  used  as  directed  on  label  and  in  accordance  with  good  prac- 
tices, complies  with  Food  and  Drug  Law  and  other  Federal  Laws. 


THE   DOW  CHEMICAL   COMPANY 


Midland,  Michigan 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


Tremendous  opposition  to  the  Ad- 
ministration's sugar  program  is 
bulding  up  in  many  quarters.  Rep- 
resentative Harold  Cooley  (Dem.  N. 
C),  Chairman  of  the  House  Agri- 
cultural Committee,  where  sugar  leg- 
islation must  originate,  publicly  an- 
nounced several  days  ago  his  criti- 
cism of  the  government's  proposal, 
which  differs  widely  from  the  pro- 
posal advocated  by  the  domestic  sug- 
ar industry. 

Congressman  Cooley  stated  that  he 
would  not  introduce  an  Administra- 
tion Bill  unless  it  represented  sub- 
stantial agreement  among  domestic 
producers,  U.  S.  industrial  users  and 
consumer  interests  and  world  sugar 
suppliers.  Mr.  Cooley  also  voiced  op- 
position to  the  Administration's  plan 
to  divert  monies  received  from  im- 
port fees  on  our  purchases  of  foreign 
sugar  to  the  Foreign  Aid  Program. 
The  Administration  recommends  the 
abolition  of  individual  quotas  for  for- 
eign countries  because,  the  govern- 
ment spokesmen  say,  the  pressure 
from  foreign  countries  to  obtain  the 
quota  formerly  given  to  Cuba  is  more 
than  State  Department  officials  can 
bear.  Mr.  Cooley  apparently  does  not 
sympathize  with  State  Department 
personnel  who  cannot  stand  up  under 
"pressure".  He  says  Cuba  is  still  the 
largest  single  force  in  the  world  sug- 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Necessity  For  Agreement 

ar  market  and  therefore  the  United 
States  must  be  free  to  make  purl 
chases  of  Cuban  sugar  if  a  friendli 
government  should  overthrow  Fidel 
Castro's  control. 

The  House  Agriculture  Committed] 
Chairman  maintains  that  the  United 
States  cannot  afford  to  upset  econol 
mies  of  traditional  U.  S.  sugar  sup] 
pliers  by  eliminating  their  quotas.  Hi 
would  not  object,  he  said,  to  minoi 
changes  in  the  Sugar  Act  to  give  do| 
mestic  beet  and  cane  producers  ■ 
little  more  of  the  U.  S.  market. 

Sugar  traders  in  New  York  ardj 
adding  their  voices  in  support  for 
retaining  the  present  off-shore  pro-i 
curement  program  which  the  govern-* 
ment  proposes  to  junk.  Many  mem4!: 
bers  of  the  trade,  largely  concerned! 
with  cane  sugar  operations,  are! 
strongly  in  favor  of  retaining  a  size! 
able  quota  for  use  by  Cuba  when  and' 
if  the  U.  S.  resumes  friendly  rela- 
tions with  our  closest  neighbor  in  the 
Caribbean. 

In  the  meantime  sugar  industry 
representatives  in  Washington  are1 
conferring  with  Administration  ad- 
visers in  an  effort  to  meet  Mr. 
Cooley's  requirement  that  the  Ad- 
ministration's Sugar  Bill  must  rep-Ji 
resent  substantial  agreement  between 
domestic  producers  and  the  govern- 
ment. 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  128) 
stands  with  only  a  few  exceptions. 
There  is  still  some  question  about 
some  acreage  of  second  year  stubble, 
but  upon  digging,  examinations  show 
good  eyes  at  a  low  depth.    West  of 


New  Iberia  the  picture  is  not  as 
bright.  More  exactly,  cane  on  the 
light  soil  in  and  around  Youngsville 
appear  to  have  been  damaged  more 
severely  than  elsewhere  in  the  area. 
Plant  cane  appears  generally  fair  in 
(Continued  on  page   132) 
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SUGAR  CANE  BORERS: 

Now— get  positive  control 
of  sugar  cane  borers  with  endrin 


are  three  reasons  why  sugar  cane  borers 
ill  not  be  your  problem  when  you  use 

d  effective—  Endrin  has  proved  to  be 
effective  against  sugar  cane  borers. 

mical— Endrin  controls  borers  at  low  doS- 
SS. 

lasting— Endrin  applications  last  for  days. 
ike  fewer  applications— still  get  sure  con- 
sugar  cane  borers. 

rin  is  available  from  your  regular  insec- 
upplier  under  various  well-known  brand 
Look  for  the  name  endrin  on  the  label 
edient  statement. 

arch  15,  1962 


Shell  Chemical  Company,  Agricultural  Chemi 
cals  Division,  119  S.  Claiborne  Avenue,  Nev 
Orleans  12,  Louisiana. 


SHELL: 


endrin 


A  PRODUCT  OF  SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 


131 


SUGARCANE  BORER  INFESTATION  AND  LOSS  IN  LOUISIANA 

Leon  J.  Charpentier  and  Ralph  Mathes,  Entomology  Research  Division, 
Agric.  Res.  Serv.,  U.S.D.A. 


Harvesttime  surveys  to  determine 
the  extent  of  infestations  and  crop 
losses  caused  by  the  sugarcane  borer 
have  been  conducted  annually  from 
1935-1960  by  entomologists  of  the 
USDA  Sugarcane  Experiment  Sta- 
tion and  the  Louisiana  Agricultural 
Experiment  Station.  The  yearly  in- 
festations have  ranged  from  5  to  28 
percent,  with  an  average  of  16  per- 
cent of  the  joints  bored  for  the  26- 
year  period. 

From  1935  through  1957  the  ex- 
aminations were  made  on  the  same 
ten  plantations,  each  being  represen- 
tative of  a  surrounding  area  produc- 
ing one-tenth  of  the  sugar  yield  for 
the  State.  Beginning  in  1958  the  sur- 
veys were  made  at  the  mill  stock 
piles.  In  1958  the  survey  was  con- 
ducted at  17  of  the  State's  45  mills 
and  during  the  1959  and  1960  sea- 
sons at  every  mill  in  the  State. 

In  1961  two  examinations  of  100 
stalks  each  were  made  at  each  of  22 
mills  located  in  15  of  the  16  sugar- 
cane-producing parishes.  Two  repre- 
sentative mills  were  surveyed  in  each 
of  the  parishes  producing  6  percent 
or  more  of  the  State-acreage  and  one 
in  the  group  below  6  percent.  In 
1960  the  22  mills  surveyed  processed 
more  than  half  of  the  total  gross 
tons  of  sugarcane  ground  for  sugar. 


The   average    percentages   of   joints 
bored  for  the  22  mills  were  18  for 
1959  and  13  for  1960,  compared  with] 
State  averages  of  17  and  13  for  the 
respective  years. 

The  first  examination  made  dur- 
ing the  period  October  20-27,  1961 
consisted  of  ten-stalk  samples  and 
the  second  during  December  6-16,  of 
twenty  5-stalk  samples  at  each  mill. 
It  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  the 
first  examination  consisted  mainly 
of  stubble  and  the  second,  plant  cane. 
The  second  examination  showed  a 
higher  infestation  at  16  mills,  lower1 
at  5,  and  the  same  at  1.  The  per- 
centages of  joints  bored  at  each  mill 
in  1961,  together  with  those  for  1959 
and  1960,  are  presented  in  the  ac- 
companying table.  It  will  be  noted 
that  the  estimated  average  percent- 
age of  joints  bored  in  1961  was  9  as 
compared  with  13  in  1960. 

The  crop  loss  is  estimated  to  bej 
three-fourths  of  the  percentage  of 
joints  bored,  or  7  percent  in  1961. 
Since  the  value  of  the  sugarcane  crop 
milled  for  sugar  in  Louisiana  was 
approximately  $100  million,1  it  is  es- 
timated that  the  borer  caused  a  loss 
of  about  $7  million  to  the  1961  sugar- 
cane crop. 


1  Durbin,  Gilbert  J.    Sugar  Report.    The 
Times-Picayune.    January  17,  1962. 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  130) 
this  area,  but  stubble  cane  appears 
weak.  Growers  are  advised  not  to 
destroy  this  cane  now.  Growers  are 
again  reminded  that  light  textured 
soil  warms  up  slowly  particularly  at 
the  five  and  six  inch  level.  This  is 
where  good  eyes  are  present  this  year 
in  the  area.  Cane  in  the  St.  Martin- 
ville  -  Breaux  Bridge  area  is  better 
than  the  Youngsville  area  but  not  as 
good  as  cane  is  in  Iberia  -  St.  Mary 
Parish  area.  Black  land  stands  in 
this  area  are  generally  satisfactory. 
It  should  be  pointed  out  that  the 
general   description   of   what  stands 


appear  to  be  now  does  not  fit  any| 
one  farm's  pattern  but  is  more  or  lessj 
an  over-all  description  of  the  situa- 
tion at  this  time  for  the  area  as  aj 
whole.  It  is  hoped  that  the  weather! 
will  remain  warm.  Warm  weather 
will  do  much  to  help  the  weakened; 
second  year  stubble  all  over  the  belt. 


WANTED 

Chief  Engineer  for  Raw  Sugar  Factory 
in  Southwest  Louisiana.  Comfortable 
home   and   other   perquisites. 

Reply   to   E-l,   The   Sugar   Bulletin 
414   Whitney   Bldg. 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 
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Sugarcane  borer  infestations  in  Louisiana  during  harvest  seasons  of 
1959,  I960,  and  1961. 


Parish 

Percent 

.-joints  bored 

in— 

and  mill 

1959 

I960 

1961 

Terrebonne 

Lower  Terrebonne 
Southdown 

23 
18 

10 
13 

14 
9 

Point  Coupee 
Alma 

9 

23 

12 

Iberia 

Duhe-Bourgeois 
Iberia  Coop. 

11 
12 

6 

8 

12 
12 

Vermilion 
Erath 

17 

11 

11 

Ascension 
Evan  Hall 

26 

14 

11 

Lafourche 
Valentine 
Lafourche  Sugars 

.   30 
28 

15 
11 

11 
8 

Iberville 

Myrtle  Grove 
Cora-Texas 

12 
39 

22 

6 

10 
5 

St.  Martin 

St .  John-Levert 

7 

15 

10 

St .  James 
Armant 
St.  James  Coop. 

24 
30 

23 
5 

8 
7 

Lafayette 
Billeaud's 

11 

13 

8 

Rapides 
Meeker 

1 

6 

8 

St.  John 

San  Francisco 

32 

13 

8 

St.  Mary 
Oaklawn 
Sterling 

12 
6 

9 
6 

7 
4 

W.  Baton  Rouge 
Smithfield 

11 

22 

6 

Assumption 
Supreme 
Westfield 

23 
23 

13 
21 

6 
6 

Average 

18 

13 

9 
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UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  127) 

'past  production'  and  'ability  to  pro- 
duce.' For  these  purposes,  it  is  con- 
templated that  history  credit  will  not 
be  given  to  1962-crop  acreages  plant- 
ed after  April  15,  1962 — a  date  later 
than  plantings  customarily  occur.) 

2.  The  level  at  which  shares  should 
be  established,  at  each  of  the  forego- 
ing quota  levels,  for  new  producers 
(those  not  having  a  sugarcane  acre- 
age record  in  the  selected  base  pe- 
riod) . 

3.  Should  provisions  relating  to 
the  division  of  sugarcane  production 
history  where  a  farm  is  subdivided, 
and  to  appeals,  be  similar  to  those  in 
effect  for  the  1959-crop  proportion- 
ate share  determination?" 

"Briefs  may  be  presented  at  the 
hearing  (in  original  and  three  cop- 
ies), or  mailed  to  the  Director  of  the 
Sugar  Division,  ASCS-USDA,  Wash- 
ington 25,  D.  C.  so  as  to  be  received 
not  later  than  April  16,  1962." 

The  official  spokesman  at  the  hear- 
ing for  the  Louisiana  sugar  industry 
will  be  the  very  capable  W.  S.  Chad- 
wick,  Chairman  of  the  Proportionate 
Share  Committee  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League.  Mr.  Chadwick 
will  be  assisted  in  his  presentation 
and  arguments  by  T.  M.  Barker,  the 
League's  President,  Gilbert  J.  Dur- 
bin,  General  Manager  of  the  League, 
the  League's  Attorney  Paul  Borron, 
and,  of  course,  anyone  else  who 
speaks  as  a  friend  of  the  Louisiana 
Sugar  Industry. 

We  understand  that  thirty  or  forty 
people  from  Florida  are  already  in 
the  City  to  attend  the  hearing  and 
perhaps  more  are  on  the  way.  March 
13th  could  be  a  long  day. 

Sugar  Legislation 

The  principle  subject  for  discus- 
sion nowadays  is  the  Sugar  Act  about 
which  something  must  be  done  by 
June  30th  or  there  won't  be  any. 
(English  majors  please  note.) 

Every  day  there  are  new  rumors 
about  what  is  in  store  for  us.  The 
Industry  has  a  bill,  the  Administra- 


tion has  a  bill,  and,  if  things  run  tr 
to  form,  a  few  Congressmen  and  Se 
ators  will  surely  have  bills.  Thin 
could  get  so  mixed  up  with  tj 
jockeying  for  position  that  a  simp 
extension,  as  is,  might  be  necessa: 
on  June  30th  to  save  the  Act. 

Below  you  will  find  the  proposa 
agreed  to  by  the  mainland  beet  ai 
cane  producers,  the  U.  S.  Refinei 
and  Hawaii  and.  Puerto  Rico. 
1.  Term:  The  new  law  would  be 
five-year  act  extending  from  Jan 
ary  1,  1962  through  December  3 
1966. 

2.  Basic  Quotas:  New  basic  qu 
tas  for  domestic  areas  would  be  e 
tablished  at  a  consumption  estima 
level  of  9,700,000  tons.  These  wou 
be  as  follows: 

Beet  Area  2,665,000 

Mainland  Cane  Area        900,000 
Hawaii  1,150,000 

Puerto  Rico  1,200,000 

Virgin  Islands  15,000 

3.  Growth:  Growth  (decrease)  ovc 
(under)  the  9,700,000  level  of  coi 
sumption  requirements  (consumptio 
estimate  minus  unallocated  amounl 
and  deficits  in  allocated  amounts  ui 
der  section  408)  would  be  divide 
67!/2%  to  domestic  continental  area! 
and  32i/2  %  to  foreign  areas.  Th 
67%%  would  be  shared  75%  by  th 
domestic  beet  sugar  area  and  255 
by  the  Mainland  Cane  sugar  area.  1 
in  any  year,  Hawaii,  Puerto  Rico,  c 
Virgin  Islands,  produces  more  tha 
its  basic  quota,  it  may  in  the  follow 
ing  year,  upon  request,  have  sue 
quota  increased  by  the  amount  c 
such  excess:  Provided  that  in  n 
event  shall  such  quota  exceed  the  hi 
sic  quota  (plus  growth)  under  th 
law  before  amendment,  all  such  ir 
creases  being  charged  to  the  foreig 
total.  Puerto  Rican's  direct  consumi 
tion  limitation  would  be  1.5%  of  th 
consumption  requirements  in  lieu  c 
the  provision  relating  thereto  in  th 
present  Act. 

4.  New  Beet  Growers:  A  specu 
reserve  of  up  to  twenty  thousan 
acres,   out  of  the  total  acreage   re 
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luired  to  produce  the  beet  quota, 
vould  be  available  each  year  for  the 
sxpansion  of  the  industry. 

5.  Domestic  Deficits:  All  domes- 
;ic  deficits  would  go  to  foreign  areas, 
vith  the  exception  that  the  excess  of 
Iawaiian  deficit  over  350,000  tons 
vould  go  to  the  beet  area. 

6.  Direct  Consumption  Sugar:  All 
'oreign  sugar  would  be  imported  in 
•aw  form.  The  Philippines  would  be 
riven  the  option  of  a  larger  raw  sug- 
ir  quota  in  place  of  their  quotas  un- 
ier  existing  law  and  the  Treaty  be- 
;ween  the  United  States  and  the  Phil- 
ppines. 

7.  Personal  History:  The  law  would 
issure  continued  use  of  personal  his- 
;ory  as  a  basis  for  allocating  propor- 
;ionate  shares  in  those  sections  of 
;he  beet  area  in  which  personal  his- 
;ory  now  is  a  basis.  No  change  would 
)e  made  in  those  areas  in  which  land 
listory  is  now  the  basis  for  allocat- 
ng  proportionate  shares. 

8.  Liquid  Sugar  Quotas:  All  such 
motas  would  be  eliminated  except 
Drovision  would  be  made  to  permit 
continued  entry  of  nonrmal  quanti- 
ses of  Barbados  type  molasses. 

9.  Non-Transfer  ability  of  Quotas: 
Foreign  countries  assigned  quotas 
mder  the  Act  could  fill  such  quotas 
)nly  with  sugar  they  produce.  No 
let  importing  country  would  be  eligi- 
3le  for  a  quota. 

10.  Sugar  Containing  Products: 
rhe  Secretary  would  be  given  au- 
:hority  to  limit  importation  of  sugar 
bontaining  products  when  such  im- 
portation would  be  contrary  to  the 
intent  of  the  Act. 

11.  Foreign  Supplies:  Price  in- 
centives would  be  maintained  in  the 
Act  to  insure  that  foreign  sugar  will 
be  available  to  the  U.  S.  market  in 
the  quantities  needed  at  the  times  re- 
quired. 

Wilkinson  Elected 

The  Executive  Committee  of  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  has 
elected  P.  Chauvin  Wilkinson,  of  Port 
Allen,  La.,  to  succeed  his  late  broth- 


er, Horace  Wilkinson  III,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  League's  Executive  Com- 
mittee. Mr.  Wilkinson  is  the  Secre- 
tary and  Factory  Manager  of  the 
Poplar  Grove  Planting  &  Refining 
Co.,  Inc. 

State  Elects 

The  State  Agricultural  Credit  Cor- 
poration, which  loans  money  to  farm- 
ers to  help  finance  the  cane  crop, 
held  its  thirty-fifth  Annual  Meeting 
in  New  Orleans  on  February  13th 
and  elected  two  new  members  to  its 
Board  of  Directors.  They  are  W.  S. 
Chadwick,  of  New  Orleans,  and  Rol- 
and Toups,  of  Houma,  La. 

Re-elected  Board  members  were: 
E.  J.  Beaullieu,  George  P.  Bywater, 
W.  K.  De  Pass,  Jr.,  F.  Evans  Far- 
well,  John  F.  Finke,  E.  D.  Gelzer, 
L.  E.  Gerard,  Wm.  J.  Gibbens,  Jr., 
Milton  F.  Hilbert,  Thomas  B.  Ken- 
nair,  James  H.  Kepper,  Richard  Mc- 
Carthy, Jr.,  J.  J.  Munson,  Lionel  G. 
Ott,  Harold  Scherer,  (Mrs.)  Oralee 
C.  Schulz,  B.  C.  Thomson,  and  S.  L, 
Wright.  Mr.  Beaullieu  lives  in  Jean- 
erette,  Mr.  Munson  in  Houma  and 
Mr.  Thomson  in  Thibodaux.  The 
other  members  re-elected  live  in  New 
Orleans. 

The  first  meeting  of  the  new  Board 
was  held  in  New  Orleans  on  Febru- 
ary 15th  and  L.  C.  Gerard  was  unani- 
mously re-elected  President  of  the 
Corporation.  Also  re-elected  were  F. 
Evans  Farwell,  1st  Vice-President, 
J.  J.  Munson,  2nd  Vice-President, 
(Mrs.)  Oralee  C.  Schulz,  Secretary- 
Treasurer  and  E.  D.  Gelzer,  Assist- 
ant Secretary-Treasurer. 

In  his  annual  report  to  the  stock- 
holders, Mr.  Gerard  stated  that  dur- 
ing the  year  the  Corporation  loaned 
$1,692,415.67  to  114  farmers  to  plant 
and  cultivate  30,227  acres  of  sugar 
cane  and  to  purchase  farming  equip- 
ment. Practically  all  loans  had  been 
repaid  by  January  31st  reflecting  the 
very  fine  1961  cane  crop  which  Mr. 
Gerard  reported  as  being  "one  of  the 
best  on  record." 
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UP  FRONT  WITH  THE  LEAGUE 

by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Exchange  Holds  Meeting 

The  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Louisi- 
ana Sugar  Exchange,  Inc.,  was  held 
3n  March  28th  in  New  Orleans  and 
Louis  LeBourgeois  was  re-elected 
President  for  another  year.  Also  re- 
sleeted  were  H.  C.  Vaccaro,  1st  Vice- 
President,  Irving  Legendre,  2nd  Vice- 
President,  Samuel  H.  Livaudais,  Jr., 
Srd  Vice-President,  Charles  A.  Levy, 
rreasurer,  and  Andrew  W.  Dykers, 
Executive  Secretary.  The  following 
gentlemen  were  elected  to  two  year 
:erms  as  members  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Exchange: 

T.  M.  Barker,  Lockport,  La.,  Ger- 
ird  Ascher,  Reserve,  La.,  F.  Evans 
Harwell,  New  Orleans,  Robert  Frazer, 
tfew  Orleans,  Ed.  J.  Garland,  New 
Drleans,  Louis  P.  LeBourgeois,  New 
3rleans,  Samuel  H.  Livaudais,  Jr., 
Mew  Orleans,  S.  J.  Menard,  New  Or- 
eans,  Edgar  Murray,  New  Orleans, 
Harold  F.  Saufley,  New  York,  Charles 
I  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La.,  G.  M.  Tal- 
lage, Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Bronier  Thi- 
)aut,  Napoleonville,  La. 

Mr.  J.  C.  Holderith,  of  New  Or- 
eans,  was  elected  to  the  Board  for 
me  year  to  replace  Mr.  E.  D.  Gelzer 
ivho  has  found  it  necessary  to  retire 
!:rom  the  firm  of  Penick  &  Ford,  Ltd., 
nc,  because  of  ill  health. 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Ex- 
hange  is  composed  of  twenty  six 
nembers  thirteen  of  whom  are  elect- 
id  each  year  to  two  year  terms.  The 
nembers  of  the  Board  who  were  not 
jp  for  election  this  year  are  T.  H. 
^.llen,  Franklin,  La.,  R.  M.  Cockburn, 
New  Orleans,  P.  L.  Billeaud,  Brous- 
sard,  La.,  W.  S.  Chadwick,  New  Or- 
eans,  C.  F.  Gibbins,  New  Orleans, 
F\  A.  Graugnard,  Jr.,  St.  James,  La., 
[rving  Legendre,  Thibodaux,  La., 
Fohn  B.  Levert,  New  Orleans,  Chas. 
k.  Levy,  New  Orleans,  J.  J.  Munson, 
3ouma,  La.,  James  Thibaut,  Donald- 
Jonville,  La.,  and  H.  C.  Vaccaro,  New 
3rleans. 

Beginning  of  page  142  of  this  issue 
wu  will  find  the  report  that  Mr.  Le- 


Bourgeois made  to  the  Annual  Meet- 
ing of  the  Exchange.  Interesting  re- 
ports were  also  made  by  R.  M.  Cock- 
burn,  Chairman  of  the  Raw  Sugar 
Quotation  Committee,  and  by  S.  J. 
Menard  for  John  Manard,  Chairman 
of  the  Blackstrap  Molasses  Quotation 
Committee.  These  reports  are  print- 
ed below. 

Mr.  Cockburn's  Report 

The  1961-62  Raw  Sugar  Pricing 
Period  which  began  on  October  6th, 
1961  and  ended  on  February  22nd, 
1962,  was  a  very  active  one  for  the 
Louisiana  Sugar  Exchange.  As  ev- 
eryone knows,  prior  to  this  season 
practically  all  the  Louisiana  raw  sug- 
ar production  was  sold  on  some  sort 
of  an  average  price  basis.  This  sea- 
son conditions  were  different. 

The  records  of  the  Exchange  show 
that  over  100,000  tons  of  Louisiana 
raw  sugar  were  sold  on  our  "spot" 
market  and  that  sixty  different  sales 
were  recorded  by  the  Exchange  dur- 
ing the  months  of  October,  November 
and  December.  These  sales  made  it 
possible  for  our  Raw  Sugar  Quotation 
Committee,  of  which  I  am  the  Chair- 
man, to  establish  daily  quotations 
based  on  actual  sales  of  Louisiana 
raws  from  the  beginning  of  the  Pric- 
ing Period  through  the  week  ending 
December  21,  1961. 

By  December  21st  the  supply  of 
Louisiana  raws  for  spot  sales  had 
been  practically  exhausted  and  from 
that  time  until  the  end  of  the  Pric- 
ing Period  our  Committee  used  the 
New  York  Quotation,  less  a  two  cent 
freight  differential,  for  the  New  Or- 
leans quotation  except  when  local 
sales  or  offerings  were  available. 

By  way  of  explanation,  the  two 
cent  freight  differential  between  the 
price  of  offshore  raws  in  New  York 
and  New  Orleans  is,  at  present,  gen- 
erally accepted  by  the  "trade"  as  the 
proper  differential  between  offshore 
raws  delivered  New  York  and  raws 
delivered  New  Orleans.  It  is  also 
(Continued  on  page  147) 
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IN  THE  FIELD  WITH  LLOYD  L.  LAUDEN 

by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Chemicals  In  The  Cane  Field 
And  On  The  Farm 

The  growing  of  a  crop  of  cane  in 
Louisiana  has  undergone  many 
changes  and  new  developments  over 
the  past  twenty  years.  One  very  im- 
portant new  development  is  the  gen- 
eral widespread  use  of  many  different 
types  of  agricultural  chemicals.  In 
addition  to  the  many  different  types 
of  chemical  fertilizers  used  today,  the 
industry  now  uses  many  different 
weed  control  chemicals,  at  least  three 
insect  control  chemicals,  and  a  raft 
of  other  chemical  materials  used  a- 
long  with  the  repair  and  maintenance 
of  equipment  in  and  around  the  farm. 

The  chemical  age  in  agriculture 
has  come  about  over  a  relatively  short 
period  of  time  and  in  many  cases 
growers  here  and  elsewhere  have  not 
taken  the  time  necessary  to  fully  un- 
derstand what  the  chemicals  are  de- 
signed to  do  and  exactly  how  these 
should  be  used  for  best  results.  This 
is  shown  by  statements  made  by  dif- 
ferent growers.  One  grower  will  say 
that  the  chemical  weed  control  pro- 
gram has  done  a  satisfactory  job  of 
controlling  grass.  Another  grower 
will  say  chemicals  have  not  done  the 
job  at  all.  Upon  questioning  the  sec- 
ond grower  it  is  usually  learned  that 
recommendations  were  not  followed. 

In  addition  to  following  the  recom- 
mendations set  out  by  the  Experi- 
ment Stations,  growers  should  make 
every  possible  attempt  to  properly 
calculate  the  acreage  to  be  treated  as 
well  as  to  have  both  quality  chemicals 
and  proper  working  equipment  for 
applying  the  materials. 

In  the  case  of  endrin  for  the  control 
of  the  sugar  cane  borer,  growers 
should  first  read  the  recommenda- 
tions for  1962.  Entomologists  have 
made  some  changes  in  rates  and  in 
time  of  application  which  are  still 
subject  to  approval  by  the  U.S.D.A. 
Pesticides  Regulation  Division.  Keep 
in  touch  with  the  County  Agent  on 
this  matter. 


When  ordering  endrin  be  sure  1 
order  enough  endrin  to  take  care  c 
the  gross  amount  of  acreage  to  t 
treated,  not  just  the  net  amoun 
Headlands,  ditches,  and  etc.  usuall 
comprise  about  10  per  cent  of  tr 
acreage.  Remember  endrin  is  applie 
to  the  ditches,  headlands  and  et< 
when  the  application  is  made  by  ai 
The  use  of  good  flagmen  is  impor 
ant. 

Growers  should  deal  with  a  r< 
sponsible  flying  service.  Growei 
should  also  ask  the  flying  servk 
about  the  number  and  kinds  of  plant 
to  be  used,  types  of  hoppers  or  di* 
pensers  on  the  planes,  and  will  a] 
plications  be  on  schedule  and  et 
Every  effort  should  be  made  to  cleai 
ly  understand  the  terms  of  the  agre< 
ment. 

Cane  growers  should  also  ask  tr 
supplier  of  endrin  some  very  specif: 
questions  about  the  product.  Or 
good  question  is,  does  the  produ« 
contain  full  two  per  cent  endrin?  I 
the  Annual  Report  of  the  Division  c 
Agricultural  Chemistry  July  195! 
June  1960  issued  by  the  Louisian 
Department  of  Agriculture  and  In 
migration  there  were  15  samples  lis 
ed  as  deficient.  The  samples  range 
from  0.9  to  1.8  per  cent  endrin.  The*, 
bags  were  labeled  2%  Endrin.  Grov 
ers  should  acquaint  themselves  wit 
this  report  in  the  future.  Growei 
should  also  acquaint  themselves  < 
the  services  of  this  department, 
there  is  a  doubt  about  the  quality  < 
endrin  or  any  other  chemical  pu 
chased,  growers  should  immediate] 
get  in  touch  with  an  inspector  of  tl 
above  mentioned  agency.  The  name 
addresses,  and  telephone  numbers  < 
the  inspectors  are  listed  below. 

E.  A.  Epps,  Jr.,  Box  589,  Bate 
Rouge,  DI  3-4017. 

W.  R.  Gilmore,  404  Sixth  St.,  Alex- 
andria, HI  2-9760. 

John  A.  Neu,  Box  233,  Rayne,  E 
4-4422. 

(Continued  on  page  146) 
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IN  WASHINGTON  WITH  JOE  FERRIS 

by  Josiah  Ferris 


The  Congressman  Is  Right 

The  Nation's  lawmakers  have  made 
;  plain  to  the  Administration  that 
hey  have  no  intention  of  scrapping 
idividual  country  quotas  for  our 
oreign  suppliers.  On  the  other  hand, 
he  domestic  industry's  legislative 
iroposal  has  met  with  almost  uni- 
lersal  approval  on  Capitol  Hill  and 
Ifforts  are  being  made  by  influential 
lembers  of  Congress  to  persurie  the 
administration  to  adopt  it. 
Louisiana's  representative,  Harold 
McSween,  member  of  the  Commit- 
»e  on  Agriculture,  is  a  stalwart  ad- 
ocate'  for  the  industry  proposal.  On 
larch  16  he  wrote  President  Ken- 
edy as  follows: 

"The  President 
The  White  House 
Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Mr.  President: 

In  your  budget  message  you  in- 
dicated that  you  intended  to  recom- 
mend substantial  and  fundamental 
changes  in  the  Sugar  Act.  There 
are  numerous  sugar  mills  and  hun- 
dreds of  farmers  whose  principal 
crop  is  sugar  cane  in  Louisiana. 
Therefore  I  am  tremendously  in- 
terested in  any  changes  you  pro- 
pose to  make  to  a  program  which 
has  operated  so  well  so  long. 

The  sugar  program  operates  so 
smoothly  that  the  average  citizen 
is  not  even  aware  of  its  existence. 
That  program  in  peace  and  in  war 
has  provided  protection  for  domes- 
tic producers  and  domestic  consum- 
ers. It  has  fostered  the  develop- 
ment of  a  thriving  and  properous 
industry  in  25  states.  It  has  pro- 
vided American  consumers  at  all 
times  an  abundant  and  dependable 
supply  of  sugar  at  stable  prices 
which  have  remained  at  reasonable 
levels  throughout  many  years.  It 
has  fostered  friendly  relations  with 
most  of  our  sugar-producing  neigh- 
bors in  the  Western  Hemisphere; 


and  the  so-called  "premiums"  pro- 
vided in  the  Act  have  made  a  great 
contribution  to  the  economic  de- 
velopment of  such  countries.  Dur- 
ing your  outstanding  service  in  the 
United  States  Senate  you  voted  sev- 
eral times  for  extensions  of  the 
Sugar  Act,  and  therefore  you  are 
aware  that  our  sugar  program  has 
been  developed  and  maintained  at 
no  cost  to  American  taxpayers. 
Actually  the  sugar  program  not 
only  pays  for  itself,  but  it  makes  a 
very  substantial  contribution,  ap- 
proximately $18,000,000  a  year,  to 
the  Treasury. 

In  these  perilous  times  when  the 
threat  of  war  is  constant  it  seems 
to  me  that  if  we  ever  needed  our 
sugar  program  with  its  quotas, 
premiums,  and  payments,  we  sure- 
ly need  it  now.  No  country  in  the 
world,  even  those  with  slave  labor, 
can  produce  sugar  and  sell  it  at  the 
so-called  world  price  for  profit.  I 
fail  to  see  how  we  can  make  friends 
for  the  United  States  by  asking  the 
sugar  produces  of  foreign  countries 
to  sell  us  sugar  at  less  than  its  cost 
of  production. 

Communist  bloc  countries  con- 
trol approximately  two  -  thirds  of 
the  amount  of  sugar  offered  for 
sale  at  the  world  price.  The  re- 
maining one  -  third  of  the  sugar, 
while  not  actually  owned  by  the 
Communists,  certainly  could  be 
purchased  only  at  a  price  domi- 
nated by  them. 

It  is  my  earnest  hope  that  your 
recommendation  to  Congress  will 
be  substantially  in  agreement  with 
the  recommendations  made  to  mem- 
bers of  your  staff  and  to  repre- 
sentatives of  the  State  and  Agricul- 
ture Departments  by  our  domestic 
sugar  industry. 

Respectfully  yours, 
/s/  Harold  McSween 
Harold  B.  McSween 
Member  of  Congress" 
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ADDRESS  OF  PRESIDENT  LeBOURGEOIS  TO  THE 

ANNUAL  MEETING  OF  THE  LOUISIANA  SUGAR  EXCHANGE 


It  is  my  duty  and  a  very  great 
pleasure  indeed  to  me  to  address  the 
members  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Ex- 
change and  its  most  welcome  and 
distinguished  guests  on  this  occasion, 
the  end  of  our  1961-62  fiscal  year. 

First,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word 
about  two  dear  friends,  friends  of 
ours  and  friends  of  Louisiana  sugar. 

Horace  Wilkinson  III,  universally 
esteemed  member  of  our  Board  of 
Directors  died  on  October  27,  1961. 
He  was  a  member  of  one  of  Louisi- 
ana's most  distinguished  families,  a 
long-time  Louisiana  sugar  family. 
Horace  was  cane  grower,  processor, 
director  of  the  American  Sugar  Cane 
League,  legislator  and  trustee  of 
L.S.U.  A  loyal  and  steadfast  support- 
er of  Louisiana  Sugar,  Horace  was 
active  and  outstanding  in  any  dis- 
cussion of  an  essential  problem  af- 
fecting Louisiana  sugar.  His  sudden 
passing  was  a  severe  blow  to  his 
many  friends. 

Paulin  Duhe,  another  universally 
esteemed  friend,  died  May  2,  1961. 
I  was  closely  associated  with  him  in 
business  for  many  years.  He  was  a 
true  executive  who  could  and  did  del- 
egate authority.  He'd  look  only  to 
the  final  result.  Paulin  came  from 
an  old  St.  James  Parish  sugar  family, 
but  he  was  proud  of  the  early  years 
of  prodigiously  hard  work  on  which 
his  success  was  based.  His  very  great 
accomplishments  are  so  varied,  so  nu- 
merous, so  widely  known  as  to  re- 
quire no  further  comment  from  me. 

Will  you  please  rise  for  a  moment 
in  silent  tribute  to  these  friends  and 
remarkable  men? 

This  was  a  unusual  year  for  us  in 
many  ways,  unusual  in  the  problems 
it  presented  and  unusual  in  the  prob- 
lems it  forecasts. 

Louisiana  produced  650,000  short 
tons  raw  value  from  the  past  crop, 
exceeding  the  1938-39  previous  rec- 
ord by  33%,  the  runner-up  1989-40 
crop  by  49%,  the  just  out  of  the 
money  1911  crop  by  100%,  and  it 
topped    the    disastrous    mosaic-root- 


rot-borer     infested     1926     crop     by 
1383%. 

It  is  interesting  to  consider  that 
the  fourteen  Louisiana  crops,  1920- 
33,  yearly  averaged  174,000  tons  of 
sugar  while  the  1948-62  crops  aver- 
aged 447,000  tons.  Louisiana  produc- 
tion during  World  War  II  was  credit- 
able :  during  the  1942,  43,  44  and  45 
years,  the  crops  total  outturn  was 
1,569,000  tons,  a  yearly  average  of 
392,000  tons.  Her  preceeding  four 
crops  averaged  371,000  tons  and  the 
succeeding  four  years  360,000  tons. 
These  figures  are  mentioned  to  re- 
emphasize  what  I  am  sure  all  of  us 
consider  an  incontrovertible  fact, 
namely,  that  there  is  not  now,  has 
never  been  for  some  130  years,  and 
likely  will  not  be  for  at  least  the 
next  25  years,  any  economically  fea- 
sible alternative  to  the  business  of 
producing  sugar  in  South  Louisiana. 
In  fact,  now  that  I  am  predicting, 
I'll  go  even  further,  and  guess  that 
it  is  more  likely  that  raw  sugar  by 
1987  or  1990,  will  again  be  produced 
in  a  territory,  as  it  once  was,  from 
Brownsville  and  Sugar  Land,  Texas, 
to  South  Louisiana,  including  St. 
Bernard  and  Jefferson  Parishes,  Lou- 
isiana, in  South  Mississippi,  and  in 
West  Florida  as  well  as  in  the  Lake 
Okechobee  and  adjacent  areas,  than 
that  our  "hot-house"  industry  will 
have  succumbed.  Moreover,  and  this 
cannot  possibly  be  too  strongly  em- 
phasized, the  1920-33  October  15  to 
January  15th  price  of  raw  sugar  at 
New  Orleans  averaged  about  4.9581. 
while  the  average  "Season's  average 
price"  for  the  1948-61  (14  years)  pe- 
riod was  6.1159.  Of  course,  we  car 
not  forget  increased  costs  for  sug- 
ar house  machinery,  transportatior 
charges  for  cane  and  sugar  and  th« 
fact  that  unfortunately  our  industry 
can  not  pay  the  wage  rates  nearesl 
its  heart's  desire,  and  survive.  Bu1 
ours  is  not  a  "hot-house"  industrj 
fit  only  for  slow  painless  death. 

It  is  too  soon  to  assess  with  as 
surance  the  results  of  the  Januarj 
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2,  '62  and  subsequent  freezes,  the 
>ldest  weather  in  Louisiana  since 
$99.  We  know  the  January/Febru- 
m  freezes  of  1940  played  some  part 
i  causing  that  crop  to  outturn  about 
le-half  of  the  1938  one.  The  1962 
•eezes  certainly  have  hurt  the  62 
•op,  perhaps  by  10  to  25%  reduction, 
nt  we'll  all  keep  our  fingers  crossed. 
In  the  spring  of  1961  the  major 
ulf  refiner  purchased,  on  S.A.P., 
le  crops  it  had  been  buying,  total- 
ig  say  90,000  to  110,000  tons.  One 
:  the  "S"  refiners  also  had  bought 
i  S.A.P.  (or  itself  produced)  about 
1,000  tons,  and  another  "S"  refiner 
id  bought  about  6,000  tons.  In  ad- 
tion,  there  were  sales  to  interior 
ifiners,  dealers,  industrial  users, 
lies  and  or  production  of  turbinados, 
antation  granulated,  washed  raws, 
nounting  to  about  109,000  tons.  De- 
leting this  from,  say,  525,000  tons, 
id  further  subtracting  the  "S"  re- 
ners  own  production  of  60,000  tons 
ft  a  balance  of  172,000  tons  unsold, 
ut  if  the  crop  were  to  outturn  575,- 
)0  tons,  and  also  as  in  the  past  the 
W  refiners  might  sell  raws  to  Gulf 
ifiners  the  situation  would  be  much 
orse.  Prospects  of  individual  mill 
lotments  on  the  1962-63  crop  would 
Id  to  the  burden.  These  are  not  ex- 
it figures  and  there  are,  of  course, 
ways  developments  we  are  not 
vare  of,  but  they  are  fairly  good, 
ose  working  figures. 
In  the  spring  of  1961  there  was  a 
)od  growing  demand  for  Louisianas 
l  S.A.P.  and  the  sellers  were  hold-, 
g  off.  At  this  point  one  of  the 
rge  Gulf  refiners  publically  an- 
lunced  it  would  buy  Louisiana  sug- 
I  not  on  the  S.A.P.,  but  rather  on 
"toll"  basis,  its  suppliers  to  re- 
rive  a  sliding  percentage  of  the  net 
nount  of  money  received  by  the 
ifiner  for  the  resultant  refined  sug- 
*^in  short,  a  set-up  similar  to  the 
•rangements  between  beet  growers 
id  processors.  Consequently  in  the 
irly  summer  of  1961  it  became  al- 
ost  impossible  to  interest  other  re- 
ners  in  buying  on  S.A.P.  They 
lopted  a  wait  and  see  attitude,  as 
would  have  done  had  I  been  a  re- 


finer and  responsible  for  raw  sugar 
purchases.  Why  not?  It  was  only 
early  summer,  the  crop  was  rather 
certain  to  be  the  Louisiana  record 
one,  two  large  refiners  seemed  about 
filled  up,  and  in  the  highly  competi- 
tive refining  industry  in  the  Gulf 
Area.  Why  rush  in?  Another  re- 
finer who  had  often  bought  on  S.A.P. 
seemed  very  unlikely  to  do  so,  and 
even  our  Texas  friends  drew  in  their 
horns.  So,  far  as  S.A.P.  was  con- 
cerned, it  seemed  really  (barring  very 
unusual  and  unlikely  changes  in  the 
situation)  five  down  and  none  to  go. 

I  think  I  am  correct  in  saying 
that  probably  prior  to  the  public  an- 
nouncement another  Gulf  refiner  had 
indicated  no  interest  on  S.A.P.,  and 
furthermore  had  indicated  a  decided 
preference  for  Indian  refined  for  its 
up  the  Valley  refinery,  in  lieu  of  the 
extremely  high  quality  Louisianas 
they  had  been  using. 

As  a  result,  for  the  first  time  in 
many  years  most  of  the  Louisiana 
processors  began  thinking  and  devot- 
ing their  abilities  and  attentions  to 
the  marketing  of  raw  sugar.  Natur- 
ally they  were  worried  about  being 
able  to  sell  on  the  S.A.P.,  and  while 
the  usual  government  alternative  of 
settling  with  the  cane  growers  on 
the  weekly  average  would  surely  be 
available  to  them,  there  was  about  a 
%^  discount  in  March/May  1962  fu- 
tures compared  to  the  1961  Septem- 
ber/November contracts.  And,  would 
the  refiners  buy  the  crop  as  pro- 
duced? Warehouse  space  on  planta- 
tion was  expensive  and  scarce.  The 
1961  quota  was  ample.  Sugar  was 
readably  salable  at  S.A.P.  prior  to 
the  "toll  announcement",  but  not  aft- 
erwards. 

Had  the  "S"  refiner  and  the  major 
Gulf  refiner  rested  on  the  large  quan- 
tity they  had  purchased  on  S.A.P.  it 
is  almost  certain  that  the  value  at 
New  Orleans  would  have  declined 
well  below  6^  per  pound.  Assuming 
that  Washington  reduced  the  quota, 
timing  was  still  a  factor,  and  a  most 
important  one,  for  the  alternative 
was  commercial  storage.  For  one 
(and  there  are  many)  I  wish  to  ex- 
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press  my  deep  appreciation  to  these 
two  farsighted  refiners  and  to  com- 
pliment them  on  their  long  range 
view.  I  compliment,  too,  Imperial, 
which  bought  on  S.A.P.  when  others 
would  not,  and  bought  the  rest  on 
P.D.S.  basis.  Our  Mobile  friends 
pulled  a  strong  oar  too.  Thank  Heav- 
en for  the  support  of  the  Louisiana 
market  by  all  of  these  good  friends. 

The  fundamental  idea  behind  all  of 
the  Sugar  Acts,  beginning  with  the 
1934  Act,  is  Washington's  guarantee 
to  the  processor  and  grower  of  a 
ready  market  for  their  sugar  and 
cane  in  return  for  their  promise  to 
restrict  production.  Growers  and 
processors,  therefore,  should  have  no 
fear  of  losing  their  market,  and  a 
market  at  prices  which  will  keep 
them  solvent.  Of  course,  our  grind- 
ing is  short  and  Washington  is  a  lit- 
tle bit  slow.  But  Louisiana  should 
not  fear  the  absence  of  a  market. 
Raw  sugar  is  A#l  collateral  at  any 
commercial  bank,  and  its  rating  as 
collateral  is  higher  than  that  of  re- 
fined sugar.  Rightly  so.  A  one  point 
price  concession,  sometimes  one-half 
to  one-quarter  point  concession,  will 
liquidate  the  loan  it  secures.  Refined 
is  of  course  different,  for  who  knows 
what  price  concession  may  be  re- 
quired to  sell  it:  5  points,  10  points, 
25  points,  35  points,  sometimes  even 
more ;  and,  the  more  current  its  posi- 
tion, namely,  the  more  urgent  it  may 
be  for  the  refiner  to  sell  it,  the  great- 
er may  be  the  discount. 

I  am  sure  that  none  of  us  mini- 
mizes the  difficulty  Texas  and  Lou- 
isiana refiners  have  in  obtaining  a 
price  for  their  refined  that  will  en- 
able them  to  remain  in  business.  I 
once  was  discussing  with  a  Louisiana 
processor  friend  the  advisability  of 
his  producing  refined  in  lieu  of  raws. 
I  favored  his  continuing  with  raws. 
He  finally  said,  "Oh,  it's  simple,  you 
are  of  course  looking  out  for  your 
obvious  self  interest;  refiners  are 
just  launderers;  they  take  out  the 
last  bit  of  impurities,  we  do  96  to  97 
percent  of  the  work."  He  switched 
to  refined,  for  one  year,  with  dis- 
astrous results.   My  friend  had  over- 


looked  the  marketing  function  of  th<j 
refiners. 

Louisiana  refined  moves  to  Florid; 
via  water  to  battle  for  part  of  tha 
state's  market  and  moves  to  Geor 
gia,  Eastern  Tennessee,  and  Virgini 
where  the  competition  is  intense.  I 
1962  Florida  raws  will  likely  mov 
to  Louisiana  refiners.  The  rail  rate| 
are  already  in  effect,  and  perhapj 
movement  via  barge  from  Florida  t| 
Louisiana  is  possible.  Whatever  Flora 
ida  sugar  comes  to  Louisiana  for  re 
fining  will  necessarily  have  its  bear 
ing  on  the  marketing  of  Louisiam 
raws.  Louisiana  has  chosen  to  mar 
ket  its  raws  through  independent  re 
finers  and  is  now  wedded  to  them 
Production  of  beet  sugar  in  New  Mex 
ico,  Texas,  the  Red  River  Valley  o 
Minnesota  affect  closely  and  surel 
the  net  return  on  Louisiana  raws 
does  the  Louisiana  raw  processor  lii 
tie  good  to  gain  added  production  i 
the  price  he  receives  for  his  raws  i 
thereby  reduced  through  the  adde« 
pressure  of  beet  sugar  on  the  Gul 
refiners  trade  area.  It  is  not  diffi 
cult  to  understand  the  compellin; 
reasons  that  influenced  National  t 
go  to  the  beet  basis  for  handling  Lou 
isianas.  We  can  only  conjecture  a 
to  Imperial's  position  if  beets  ar 
grown  and  processed  in  Texas  an 
New  Mexico,  and  new  production  i 
the  Red  River  Valley  exacts  its  mai 
keting  effects  southward?  This  sut 
ject  is  important  to  Donaldsonvill 
and  New  Iberia,  to  Meeker  and  t 
Raceland.  Further  expansion  of  beet 
and  cane  in  Louisiana  and  Florida  i 
an  engrossing  problem  of  great  im 
portance  to  the  state. 

Sugar  refining  is  a  high-volume  lo' 
unit  profit  business  requiring  max 
mum  efficiency  for  survival.  The  va 
ue  of  the  refining  industry  to  th 
port  of  New  Orleans  is  —  on  a  yea 
round  basis  —  enormously  importan 
Indeed,  sugar  refining's  role  in  Loi 
isiana's  economic  life  is  perhaps  nc< 
inferior  to  that  of  the  raw  suga| 
processing  industry.  The  U.  S.  ri 
finers  have  great  power  in  the  Hous 
of  Representatives.  Consider  the  nun 
ber  of  the  latter  in  Massachusett 
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ew  York,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland, 
sorgia,  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Texas, 
ilifornia  and  Hawaii.  A  realistic 
mpromise  between  beets,  mainland 
ne,  and  the  refiners  is  perhaps  the 
st  solution  for  Louisiana.  There  is 
ually  an  excess  of  sugar  refining 
pacity  in  the  Gulf  area.  And,  with 
et  sugar  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  Pennsyl- 
inia,  New  York,  Arkansas,  Louis- 
lie,  Ky.,  Memphis,  and  likely  in 
ireveport ;  will  it  be  in  New  Orleans 
sxt?  Remember  every  pound  of 
ainland  cane  raws  and  beet  sugar 
ade  is  going  to  be  sold. 
Let  us  say  there  are  30  sellers  of 
misiana  raws  and  8,  9,  or  10  buyers 
id  that  most  of  the  sellers  are  busi- 

engaged  in  growing  cane,  cutting 

and  grinding  it,  and  are  relatively 
isophisticated  as  to  the  value  of 
w  sugar  compared  with  the  sophis- 
jation  of  the  8  or  10  buyers.  But 
lyers  and  seller's  alike  know  the 
:k  of  storage  space  on  plantations: 
hat  is  the  inevitable  result?  Dis- 
unt.  Would  it  not  be  better  to  in- 
r  at  a  cost  of  say  l1/-^  a  cwt.  a 
operative  marketing  organization 
(r  raw  sugar?  I  sav  emphatically 
es". 

We  cannot  make  the  assumption 
at  New  York  value  represents  the 
aximum.    Often,  offshores  at  New 

leans  bring  a  premium  over  New 
)rk.  It  all  depends  on  many  circum- 
ances,  as  is  well  known. 
I  dwelt  briefly  on  this  subject  a 
w  years  ago  at  a  meeting  of  sugar 
inters.  I  had  supposed  it  was  im- 
ssible  for  anyone  to  speak  concern- 
s' proper  marketing  of  Louisiana 
ws  except  on  a  cooperative  basis,  a 
Hers  cooperative  selling  organiza- 
>n.  It  is  the  same  as  for  blackstrap, 
it  the  sellers  must  control  the  sales 
ganization.  I  think  that  this  will 
me  in  the  next  20  years. 
Assuming  that  the  New  York  mar- 
t  represents  the  maximum  value  of 
w  sugar,  the  four  points  discount 
3w  Orleans  under  New  York  comes 

80^'  a  ton,  and  on,  say  580,000  tons 

sugar  sold  to  the  Gulf  and  "S" 

finers    and   interior   refiners,   etc., 

2.,  on  S.A.P.  and  P.D.S.  or  P.D.A., 


or  some  sort  of  average,  this  amounts 
to  $464,000.00.  One  point  amounts  to 
$116,000.00;  2  points  to  $232,000.00. 

In  1948  I  had  occasion  to  write  a 
lengthy  report  on  blackstrap  recom- 
mending cooperative  marketing.  The 
report  was  officially  sanctioned  by 
Mr.  Jules  Burguieres,  Chairman,  and 
by  Messrs.  Joe  Munson  and  George 
Billeaud.  Now  I  am  14  years  older 
and  more  experienced  in  blackstrap. 
I  am  still  of  the  opinion  that  cooper- 
ative marketing  of  blackstrap  should 
be  adopted  in  Louisiana,  although  I 
must  say  that  the  chances  for  its 
prompt  adoption  are  slim. 

The  more  molasses  buyers  there 
are,  of  course  the  better  the  position 
of  the  Louisiana  Processors.  Compe- 
tition among  molasses  distributors  is 
still  intense,  but  'who  can  stay  in 
business  buying  and  selling  at  the 
same  price?  Who  then  pays  the  cost 
of  operation  and  the  increment  of 
profit  essential  to  survival  of  any 
business?  I  don't  know.  Buy  and 
sell  at  the  same  price,  in  tank  car 
quantities,  meet  waterborne  compe- 
tition, meet  the  competition  of  those 
who  deal  in  offshore  as  well  as  do- 
mestic blackstrap,  and  earn  a  profit 
too.  Well,  maybe  some  can,  but  I 
don't  know  how  to.  Anyone  want  to 
buy  The  Bayou  Molasses  Company? 
See  Lee  Duhe,  Jake  or  me.  But  then 
what?  After  Bayou  is  gone  there'll 
be  one  less  buyer  of  Louisiana  black- 
strap. And  suppose  Harry  L.  Laws, 
Snyder,  Mrs.  Williams,  E.  A.  Rainold, 
etc.  get  out  of  the  game?  Further 
concentration  of  buying  power  is 
hardly  beneficial  to  the  sellers.  It  is 
sold  like  refined,  with  the  price  guar- 
anteed vs  decline  and  in  certain  in- 
stances only  is  there  sanctity  of  con- 
tract on  the  buyer's  part,  and  no  ex- 
change to  hedge  it  on,  and  it  has  wild 
gyrations  price-wise. 

I  remain  of  the  opinion  the  best 
deal  for  the  Louisiana  processor  is 
to  market  blackstrap  themselves  or- 
derly, over  the  year,  on  a  cooperative 
basis,  and  I  hope  someday  such  a  mil- 
lennium will  arrive.  Perhaps  coopera- 
tive marketing  will  come  first  to  cer- 
tain areas  of  the  sugar  bowl,  say,  the 
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area  west  of  the  Atchafalaya  River, 
or  areas  where  sugar  originates  on 
the  S.P.  Railroad,  or  on  the  Gulf 
Coast  Lines.  Perhaps,  at  first,  not  all 
so  located  will  participate,  but  in  time 
the  absentees  may  see  the  light.  This 
is  a  most  interesting  subject.  From  it 
gold  may  be  mined  in  time.  Perhaps 
the  cane  growers  should  participate 
in  the  final  decision  concerning  mar- 
keting. But  a  start  should  be  made 
by  putting  the  infant  on  his  feet  and 
teaching  him  to  take  the  first  few 
feeble  steps. 

The  work  of  the  Raw  Sugar  and 
Blackstrap  Quotation  Committees  is 
the  heart  of  the  Exchange.  New  Or- 
leans is  one  of  the  largest,  if  not  the 
largest,  sugar  port  in  the  world.  The 
daily  determination  of  the  value  of 
raw  sugar  at  New  Orleans  is  far  from 
an  easy  task,  and  I  know  I  speak  for 
all  members  of  the  Exchange  in 
thanking  Bob  Cockburn,  Chairman, 
and  the  members  of  his  Raw  Sugar 
Quotation  Committee,  Gerard  Ascher, 
Walter  Bentz,  F.  Evans  Farwell, 
James  Graugnard,  J.  C.  LeBourgeois, 
Jr.,  John  B.  Levert,  Charles  A.  Levy, 
Samuel  H.  Livaudais,  Jr.,  Sidney  J. 
Menard,  W.  M.  Rodi,  James  Thibaut, 
H.  C.  Vaccaro,  for  their  splendid 
work.  The  same  goes  for  John  Man- 
ard,  Chairman  of  the  Blackstrap  Quo- 
tation Committee  and  for  the  mem- 
bers of  his  committee,  T.  H.  Allen, 
W.  H.  Chadwick,  Bascom  Doyle,  F. 
Evans  Farwell,  C.  F.  Gibbins,  Sidney 
J.  Menard,  for  their  excellent  and 
careful  performance. 

Spot  sales  of  Louisiana  raws  this 
season  totaled  about  110,000  tons 
compared  with  practically  no  spot 
sales  in  previous  seasons  since  World 
War  II.  Probably  next  season  there 
will  be  more  spot  sales  of  Louisiana 
raws.  Spot  sales  of  Louisiana  black- 
strap totaled  only  about  300  cars 
compared  with  862  cars  for  the  1960- 
61  season.  However,  last  season  was 
9  weeks  longer  than  the  1961-62  sea- 
son, and  a  much  larger  percentage  of 
strap  was  sold  on  S.A.P.  this  year 
than  last. 

The  Pricing  Period  was  October  6, 
1961  -  February    22,    1962    for    both 


raw  sugar  and  blackstrap.  PricJ 
High  for  raws  6.46  (Jan.  10  ajc 
22nd)  ;  Low  6.08  on  October  10,  19' 
Blackstrap:  High  12.75  on  Februs 
10,  20  and  21;  Low  11.75  on  Nove 
ber  22  through  January  15.  1961- 
Season  Average  Prices:  Raws  6.31* 
Blackstrap  12.0694. 

National's  departure  and  the  eni 
or  reentry  of  Messrs.  Bentliff,  Lo 
Ascher  and  Leon  Godchaux  at  1 
serve  stir  the  emotions.  Natio: 
made  a  great  contribution  to  Lou: 
ana  sugar  while  here,  and  we 
regret  the  departure  of  Sedgw 
Howard  and  John  Bunker.  But 
Messrs.  David  Bentliff,  Julio  Lo 
Gerard  Ascher  and  Leon:  Welco 
Aboard !  Good  Luck  and  a  very  he 
ty  Welcome  Aboard. 

Mrs.  Evelyn  Cotogno  is  the  vo 
of  the  Exchange,  and  I  sort  of  look 
Andrew  Dykers  as  Mr.  Sugar  I 
change  itself,  for  I  know  I'd  be  1 
without  him.  He  is  an  old  pro,  1 
been  around  for  a  good  long  ti 
now,  and  his  work  is  appreciated  v< 
much  more  than  he  may  think. 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page   140) 

R.  A.  Quave,  414  Thirty-Sixth 
New  Orleans,  HU  2-3187. 

Phil  Smith,  4535  Groom  Ro 
Baker,  775-0739. 

Upon  call,  one  of  the  inspectors  \ 
come  to  your  farm;  he  will  take 
sample,  have  it  analyzed  and  reti 
the  analysis  to  you.  This  service 
available  to  growers  at  no  char 
Make  use  of  this  service.  Do  not  ti 
the  sample  yourself.  The  inspec 
must  take  the  sample. 

Mr.  Ernest  A.  Epps,  Jr.,  Cr 
Chemist  and  Head,  Division  of  A^ 
cultural  Chemistry,  invites  grow 
to  visit  the  Harry  D.  Wilson  Labo 
tory  and  facilities  on  the  L.S.U.  a 
pus  at  any  time.  This  division  re 
ers  many  other  services  not  m 
tioned  in  this  article.  The  men 
this  division  will  be  receptive  to 
quests  for  their  services.  Call 
them ;  their  services  are  for  you. 
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P  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  139) 

led  by  the  New  York  Coffee  and 
igar  Exchange  to  establish  "spot" 
lotations  in  New  York. 
The  Executive  Secretary  of  the  Ex- 
lange  has  asked  me  to  express  the 
>preciation  of  his  office  to  the  buy- 
s  and  sellers  of  Louisiana  raws  for 
e  prompt  reporting  of  sales  that 
ade  it  possible  for  the  Exchange  to 
ve  all  interested  parties  up  to  the 
inute  information  on  the  market 
iring  the  season  just  completed.  It 
,  of  course,  a  pleasure  for  me  to  do 
is  for  him  and  to  express  the  ap- 
eciation  of  our  Committee  for  the 
iry  fine  cooperation  that  we  en- 
yed  from  every  segment  of  the  In- 
istry  throughout  the  Pricing  Pe- 
3d. 

During  the  past  season  there  were 
mes  when  considerable  discussion, 
•me  of  which  was  rather  heated, 
itered  into  determining  the  daily 
•ice  and  I  would  like  to  make  the 
llowing  suggestion: 
The  Raw  Sugar  Quotation  Com- 
ittee  be  composed  of  an  equal  num- 
jr  of  refiners,  brokers,  and  proces- 
ir-growers  and  that  the  chairman 
?  the  Committee  be  a  neutral  party 
)t  directly  connected  with  the  sugar 
isiness. 

It  has  been  a  pleasure  and  an  ex- 
irience  to  serve  as  chairman  of  the 
ommittee  and  I  wish  to  thank  the 
embers  of  the  Committee  for  their 
)-operation. 


Mr.  ManarcTs  Report 

This  season  the  Molasses  Pricing 
Committee  consisted  of  the  following 
members : 

Mr.  Tom  Allen 

Mr.  W.  S.  Chadwick 

Mr.  Bascom  Doyle 

Mr.  Evans  Farwell 

Mr.  C.  T.  Gibbons 

Mr.  Sidney  Menard 

Mr.  John  Manard 
Am  happy  to  report  that  during 
this  season  we  had  very  few  problems 
on  the  proper  pricing  of  molasses. 
We  had  a  remarkably  uneventful 
time. 

This  year  we  were  again  plagued 
with  a  very  thin  market.  Despite  the 
large  production  in  the  State  we  had 
the  lowest  number  of  sales  reported 
perhaps  in  history. 

Our  Secretary,  Mr.  Andrew  Dykers, 
has  advised  that  299  cars  were  re- 
ported to  the  Exchange  this  season. 
These  were  spread  quite  evenly  over 
the  pricing  period.  17  cars  were  re- 
ported in  October,  31  cars  in  Novem- 
ber, 82  cars  in  December,  84  cars  in 
January  and  85  cars  in  February. 
This  even  spread  plus  a  reasonably 
stable  market  was  undoubtedly  our 
salvation. 

To  give  you  some  idea  of  how  thin 
the  market  really  was,  we  had  862 
cars  reported  during  the  1960-61  sta- 
son.  This  large  number  was  in  part 
due  to  the  long  season.  To  give  more 
comparable  statistics  we  had  506  cars 
reported  through  February  as  com- 
pared to  the  299  reported  this  year. 


aneHasTep 

THE  MARK     LMJ    OF   QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


I.  &.  L.  ENGINEERING  CO.,  INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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SUGAR  CANE  BORERS: 

Now—get  positive  control 
of  sugar  cane  borers  with  endrin 


I  ere  are  three  reasons  why  sugar  cane  borers 
will  not  be  your  problem  when  you  use 
drin: 

•oved  effective— Endrin  has  proved  to  be 
?hly  effective  against  sugar  cane  borers. 

JOnomical— Endrin  controls  borers  at  low  dos- 
e  rates. 

>ng  lasting— Endrin  applications  last  for  days, 
u  make  fewer  applications— still  get  sure  con- 
►1  of  sugar  cane  borers. 

Endrin  is  available  from  your  regular  insec- 
ide  supplier  under  various  well-known  brand 
mes.  Look  for  the  name  endrin  on  the  label 
ingredient  statement. 


Shell  Chemical  Company,  Agricultural  Chcj 
cals  Division,  119  S.  Claiborne  Avenue, 
Orleans  12,  Louisiana. 


SHELL: 


endrin 


A  PRODUCT  OF  SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 
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Chemistry  Library. 
Louisiana  State  University, 
University*     Station 
Baton*?ouge.La.  (3> 
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THE  SUGAR  BULLET 


BANTAM 
C-350 

back  hoe  with 

wide  base 
crawlers 


takes  over  ditching  work  in  cane  fields 
does  a  better  job  for  less  money 


lere,  the  BANTAM  C-350  back  hoe  with 
V"-bucket  is  cleaning  ditches  at  Savoie 
'arms  (Bellerose,  La.).  And  here's  what 
*aul  Cancienne,  Field  Manager,  says  about 
t: 

"We  have  cleaned  up  to  \Va  miles  of 
ditch  in  7  hours,  including  waste  time 
in  backtracking. 

"The  BANTAM  does  the  work  of  three 
tractors  on  wheels  with  ditching  attach- 
ments. 

"Compared  with  dragline,  we  can 
double  the  work. 

"It  digs  right  up  to  culverts;  eliminates 
much  hand  labor. 

"It  can  spot  the  dirt  better  between 
rows. 


"With    independent   travel    it   tracks 
while  it  works." 

Doubles  as  cane  hoist— Mr.  Cancienne 
plans  to  use  the  BANTAM  with  crane  boom 
at  harvest  time  to  load  cane  on  trucks.  Also 
as  a  dragline  for  work  on  canals.  Crawlers 
can  be  narrowed  for  working  as  a  drag- 
line; and  re-extended  for  cleaning  ditches. 

"Finest  machine  ever  to  hit  the  cane 

fields,"  says  Joseph  J.  LeBlanc,  veteran 
overseer  for  Avon  &  Ella  Plantations.  "We 
had  to  clean  ditches  every  year  with 
wheeled  machines.  The  bantam's  ditches 
should  last  three  years.  It  handles  grass 
and  weeds  much  better." 

SuBu  340 A 


URLOW-LAUGHLIN  EQUIPMENT,  INC. 

New  Orleans 

3727  Veterans  Memorial  Hwy. 

Metairie,  La. 

P.  O.  Box  631,  2020  N.  Third  St. 
Baton  Rouge,  La. 


B 


309  Park  Street,  Waverly,  Iowa,  U.S.A. 
WORLD'S  LARGEST  PRODUCER  OF  TRUCK  CRANE-EXCAVATORS 
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DOWPON  kills  problem  grasses  other  methods  only  slow  dowi 


Why  settle  for  temporary  control  of 
unwanted  grasses  in  ditches  when  results 
are  sure  and  long-lasting  with  Dowpon® 
grass  killer. 

The  minute  Dowpon  is  sprayed  on  the 
grass  leaves,  it  starts  being  absorbed. 
Once  inside,  it  finds  its  way  into  every 
fiber  of  the  grass— roots  and  all!  Alexander 
grass,  crabgrass,  cattails,  phragmites  — 
even  the  tough  perennials  Johnson  and 
Bermuda  grass— yield  to  the  tops-to-roots 
killing  power  of  Dowpon.  Its  control  is 
long-lasting  and  economical.  In  fact,  the 
cost  of  keeping  water  flowing  in  ditches 


actually  becomes  less  each  year.  Mucl 
less  than  with  time-consuming  cuttini 
flaming  or  oiling. 

Apply  Dowpon  by  aerial  or  ground  equij 
ment,  alone  or  in  combination  with  a  brusl 
killer,  when  vegetation  is  growing.  Thei 
follow  with  one  or  two  spot  treatment! 
later  in  the  year.  See  your  nearest  Dov 
Farm  Chemicals  supplier  for  all  the  detail 
Solve  your  grass  problems  the  easy  waj 
—with  Dowpon! 

PRODUCT  ADVERTISED   HEREIN   COMPLIES   WITH   U.  S.  LAV 

When  used  as  directed  on  label  and  in  accordance  with  good  pra 
tices,  complies  with  Food  and  Drug  Law  and  other  Federal  Law 


THE   DOW   CHEMICAL   COMPANY 


Midland,  Michigan 
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SUGAR  CANE  BORERS  = 

Now— get  positive  control 
of  sugar  cane  borers  with  endrin 


E  are  three  reasons  why  sugar  cane  borers 
rill  not  be  your  problem  when  you  use 

id  effective— Endrin  has  proved  to  be 
effective  against  sugar  cane  borers. 

imical— Endrin  controls  borers  at  low  dos- 
es. 

lasting— Endrin  applications  last  for  days, 
ake  fewer  applications— still  get  sure  con- 
sugar  cane  borers. 

rin  is  available  from  your  regular  insec- 
Jupplier  under  various  well-known  brand 
.  Look  for  the  name  endrin  on  the  label 
edient  statement. 


Shell  Chemical  Company,  Agricultural  Chemi 
cals  Division,  119  S.  Claiborne  Avenue,  Nev 
Orleans  12,  Louisiana. 


SHELL 


endrin 


A  PRODUCT  OF  SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


The  Old  Mule 

Our  stalwart  market  character, 
The  Old  Mule,  has  been  "bugged" 
quite  a  bit  of  late  by  rumors  of  doings 
and  actual  doings  by  the  powers  that 
be  in  Washington.  Through  it  all, 
however,  he  has  displayed  remark- 
able restraint.  The  story  goes  about 
like  this. 

Back  in  February  1962  Secretary 
of  Agriculture  Orville  L.  Freeman, 
with  the  concurrence  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  decided  he  would  in- 
crease by  215,517  tons  the  quantity 
of  non-quota  sugar  that  could  be 
shipped  by  foreign  countries  into  the 
United  States  during  the  first  six 
months  of  this  year.  It  is  a  little 
vague  how  he  arrived  at  this  un- 
rounded figure,  but  we  are  quite  sure 
he  had  his  reasons.  This  left  another 
unrounded  quantity  of  174,105  tons 
of  non-quota  sugars  still  to  be  allo- 
cated. Whenever  our  Old  Mule  began 
to  get  a  little  frisky  rumors  would 
begin  flying  that  the  Secretary  was 
about  to  lower  the  boom  with  the 
174,105  tons  on  it.  However,  nothing 
happened.  Then  came  Friday,  March 
20th.  On  that  day  the  business  of 
sugar  allocations  moved  into  the  big 
time. 

Just  like  they  do  in  the  Pentagon, 
the  news  "leaked"  that  the  Secretary 
of  Agriculture,  in  concurrence  with 
the  ever  present  Secretary  of  State, 
had  finally  allocated  the  remaining 
non-quota  sugar.  The  SDA  promptly 
denied  the  story.  Then,  in  rapid  fire 
order  came  the  following,  and  we 
quote : 

"April  2,  1962— Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture Orville  L.  Freeman,  with  the 
concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
today  increase  by   149,000  tons  the 
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quantity  of  non-quota  sugar  authq* 
ized  for  purchase  and  importatip 
during  the  first  six  months  of  19621* 

"April  5,  1962— Secretary  of  Ag]L 
culture,  Orville  L.  Freeman,  with  1 1 
concurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  Stall 
today  increased  by  25,105  tons  t| 
quantity  of  non-quota  sugar  authc| 
ized  for  purchase  and  importatil 
during  the  first  six  months  of  19621 

This  accounted  for  the  174,105  tort 

"April  13, 1962— Secretary  of  Agi 
culture  Orville  L.  Freeman  today  at 
nounced  an  increase  of  200,000  to:| 
in  the  estimate  of  total  sugar  requiri 
ments  for  the  calendar  year  1961 
from  9,500,000  tons  to  9,700,000  tori 
and  an  increase  of  70,410  tons  in  til 
quota  for  the  first  six  months  J 
1962  for  the  domestic  areas  and  fori* 
ign  countries  other  than  Cuba." 

We  have  been  keeping  a  close  wat<| 
on  The  Old  Mule  since  this  last  a 
nouncement,  but  he  still  appears 
be  in  pretty  good  shape.  Fatigue  rm 
overtake  him  a  little  later  on  but,  ; 
explained  by  the  Secretary,  the  hea^ 
consumption   season    is    immediate 
ahead    and    uncertainties    associat* 
with  the  expiration  of  the  Sugar  A| 
on  June  30th  may  cause  refiners 
carry  larger  than  normal  stocks.    I: 
cidentally,  the  Mainland  Cane  quo 
to  June  30th  has  been  increased  6,8J| 
tons,  and  the  beet  quota  30,231  tori 

Remodeling 
There  are  two  remodeling  jobs  gl 
ing  on  in  the  American  Sugar  Call 
League.  One  is  trimming  up  the  o 
fice  to  present  a  better  front.  Til 
other  is  Lloyd  L.  Lauden.  Our  fiel 
man  is  down  from  two-twenty-four  j 
one-eighty-four.  His  front  is  a  It 
trimmer,  too. 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
MTH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 

by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Fertilization  And  The  Crop 

Fertilizing  operations  are  well  un- 
jrway  in  all  parts  of  the  belt.  In 
id  many  growers  have  fertilized 
ost  of  the  cane  which  has  shown 
)od  stands  and  are  waiting  to  see 
hat  develops  in  fields  which  appear 
^  have  been  severely  damaged  by  the 
muary  freeze.  In  general  this  is 
cond  year  stubble,  particularly  on 
le  sandy  type  soils,  and  other 
ubble  cane  cut  early  for  the  milL 
lere  is  also  a  considerable  amount 
plant  cane  which  was  severely 
imaged  by  the  freeze  in  the  Bunkie- 
eeker  area  as  well  as  some  plant 
ne  in  and  around  the  Youngsville 
ea. 

It  is  generally  considered  to  be  a 
,ct  that  the  application  of  an  extra 
rge  amount  of  fertilizer  above  the 
commended  amount  will  not  signif  i- 
ntly  increase  the  yield  of  cane  in 
aids  which  have  poor  stands.  To 
>ply  an  extra  large  amount  of  fer- 
izer  to  a  weak  stand  of  cane  is  like 
acing  more  food  on  the  table  after 
arning  that  several  dinner  guests 
ill  not  arrive.  Several  growers  have 
entioned  that  grass  will  become  a 
oblem  in  fields  which  have  weak 
ands.  There  is  no  doubt  that  this 
ass  will  compete  with  the  cane  for- 
me of  the  fertilizer.  Growers  should 
tempt  to  do  the  best  job  possible 
keep  grass  to  a  minimum  until  lay- 
operations  are  completed.  It  must 
pointed  out  here  that  fields  having 
60  or  70  per  cent  stand  can  make 
3re  than  a  60  or  70  per  cent  cane 
aid.  Because  of  the  lack  of  heavy 
mpetition  from  other  cane  plants  a- 
und,  individual  stools  of  cane  will 


generally  be  somewhat  taller,  have 
more  stalks  and  the  size  of  the  barrel 
will  be  larger.  Roots  will  feed  out 
into  a  larger  area  made  by  the  gaps 
in  stand  and  each  plant  will  have 
less  competition  for  water  and  sun- 
light. It  is  not  intended  here  to  infer 
that  fields  containing  60  or  70  per 
cent  stands  can  yield  as  much  cane  as 
fields  containing  good  stands,  but 
merely  to  point  out  that  yields  from 
poor  stands  generally  turn  out  better 
than  is  generally  expected. 

Growers  are  also  reminded  that  the 
soil  should  be  in  good  physical  condi- 
tion before  applying  anhydrous  am- 
monia. It  is  always  best  to  wait  a 
few  days  more  before  fertilizing  in 
the  wet,  cloddy,  heavy  soils.  Don't 
hurry.   There  is  still  plenty  of  time. 

Many  growers  are  giving  serious 
consideration  to  the  keeping  of  poor 
stands  of  plant  cane  for  seed  cane 
purposes  with  the  intention  of  de- 
stroying the  stubble  and  immediately 
replanting  this  land  back  to  cane  this 
fall.  There  are  implements  now  avail- 
able that  do  an  excellent  job  of  de- 
stroying the  stubble  and  preparing 
the  seed  bed.  This  should  be  tried 
and  particularly  in  fields  where  grass 
and  weeds  are  not  a  problem.  A  num- 
ber of  other  growers  are  planning  to 
keep  some  weak  stands  of  first  year 
stubble  for  seed  cane  purposes  after 
which  the  stubble  will  be  destroyed 
and  the  land  prepared  for  replanting 
of  cane  immediately.  This  has  been 
done  successfully  by  several  growers 
on  lower  Bayou  Lafourche  for  many 
years.  One  large  grower  planted  a- 
( Continued  on  page  157) 


ril  15,  1962 


155 


IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


The  Administration's  sugar  bill  is 
quite  conspicuous  —  by  its  absence 
from  Capitol  Hill.  Weeks  ago  a  bill 
was  drafted  by  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  lawyers  but  so  far  (April 
10)  it  has  not  been  sent  to  Congress 
despite  the  urgent  pleas  of  ranking 
House  and  Senate  members. 

During  a  discussion  of  the  Govern- 
ment's outline  for  a  sugar  bill  one  of 
the  Administration's  spokesmen  said 
"From  now  on  politics — not  econom- 
ics— will  be  the  deciding  factor."  The 
truth  of  that  astounding  statement 
is  becoming  more  and  more  evident. 
The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  ap- 
parently is  deliberately  holding  back 
on  submitting  recommendations  on 
sugar  until  the  Agriculture  commit- 
tees of  Congress  act  on  the  Govern- 
ment's proposals  for  wheat,  feed 
grains  and  dairy  products,  three  of 
the  most  controversial  agricultural 
proposals  now  pending. 

Throughout  the  ages  sugar  has 
been  a  political  football  to  be  kicked 
this  way  and  that  in  all  countries,  in- 
cluding the  good  old  U.  S.  A.  But 
the  Domestic  Sugar  Industry  has 
many  staunch  political  friends,  God 
Bless  'em,  in  Congress  who  are  doing 
their  utmost  to  smoke  out  the  Admin- 
istration's sugar  bill  which  has  gone 
underground. 

Chairman  Harold  Cooley  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture,  in 
a  recent  press  release  said  "Public 
hearings  will  open  Tuesday,  May  1  on 
legislation  to  extend  the  Sugar  Act. 
We  have  not  yet  received  the  Admin- 
istration's recommendations  for  new 
legislation,  but  we  do  not  believe  we 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Politics  vs.  Economics 

should  delay  the  consideration  of  th 
important  matter.  I  am  announcii 
the  hearings  this  far  in  advance 
that  interested  parties  may  ha1 
ample  time  to  prepare  their  present 
tions  for  the  Committee." 

Senator  George  Smathers  of  Floi 

da,  in  a  speech  on  the  Senate  flo< 

March  28,  among  other  things,  sai< 

"Mr.  President,  I  hope  that  tlj 

Senate    Finance    Committee    w 

begin  immediately  to  consider  tl 

sugar  legislation  and  get  its  hea 

ings  underway  so  that  the  Sena 

can,  at  least  this  year,  contrary 

what  we  have  encountered  in  pa, 

years,  have  full  and  ample  oppo 

cunity  to  consider  all  the  ramific 

tions  of  this  vital  legislation. 

It  is  true  that  the  administratic 
has  not  yet  sent  its  bill  to  the  Coi 
gress.  However,  if  history  is  ar 
indication,  our  committees  are  n 
going  to  be  terribly  influenced  t 
any  proposals  about  which  the 
do  not  already  have  knowledg 
they  will  certainly  arrive  at  the 
own  independent  judgments. 

We  all  know  what  has  transpire 
in  the  past  when  it  was  only  at  tl 
very  last  minute  that  the  Hou 
sent  us  a  sugar  bill  to  conside 
I  cannot  remember  when  we  ha51 
had  time  to  carefully  consider  th 
legislation  after  it  reached  the  Se: 
ate  side.  I  hope  that  we  do  not  g 
ourselves  into  that  kind  of  a  situ 
tion  this  year. 

I  would,  therefore,  respectful 
urge  our  Finance  Committee  Chai 
(Continued  on  page  157) 
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62  FERTILIZER  RECOMMENDATIONS  FOR  SUGARCANE 

(Prepared  jointly  by  M.  B.  Sturgis,  Laron  E.  Golden  and  Ray  Ricaud 
of  L.S.U.  and  Lester  Davidson  of  the  U.S.D.A.) 


Apply  to  plant  cane  on  light  and 
jdium  textured  soils  60  to  80 
unds  of  N  per  acre  by  the  use  of 
y  of  the  common  nitrogen  materi- 
j.  For  plant  cane  on  heavy  tex- 
red  soils,  apply  80  pounds  of  N. 
here  the  green  weight  of  legumes 
rned  under  before  planting  sugar 
ne  is  as  much  as  8  to  10  tons  per 
re,  fertilizer  for  plant  cane  is  not 
jeded.  The  yields  of  legumes  are 
t  commonly  as  high  as  this.  Where 
or  leguminous  growth  is  obtained, 
sponses  to  added  PL>Or>  and  KL»0  can 
expected. 

For  stubble  cane  on  the  medium 
heavy  textured  alluvial  soils,  use 
to  120  pounds  of  N  per  acre, 
here  soil  tests  show  that  the  avail- 
le  soil  phosphorus  and  available 
1  potassium  are  low,  which  is  usu- 
y  in  the  very  fine  sandy  loam  and 


silt  loam  types,  apply  40  pounds  of 
P.O5  and  40  to  80  pounds  of  K.O 
per  acre.  The  plant  food  may  be 
supplied  by  the  application  of  400 
or  more  pounds  per  acre  of  5-10-15, 
0-10-20,  3-9-12  or  0-14-14  supple- 
mented with  60  to  120  pounds  of  N 
from  either  solid  or  liquid  materials. 

For  stubble  cane  on  the  medium  to 
light  textured  soils  of  the  Pleistocene 
Mississippi  terraces  in  areas  which 
are  largely  west  of  the  Teche  and  in- 
clude the  Richland,  Olivier  and  Iberia 
soil  areas,  apply  80  to  120  pounds  of 
N,  40  pounds  of  P.O,  and  40  to  80 
pounds  of  KL,0  per  acre. 

The  practice  of  splitting  applica- 
tions of  nitrogen  to  stubble  cane 
where  100  or  more  pounds  of  N  is 
applied  has  been  profitable  in  some 
cases. 


WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  156) 
man,  the  very  able  and  distin- 
guished Senator  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Byrd)  to  begin  Committee 
consideration  of  the  proposed  sugar 
legislation  as  soon  as  he  possibly 
can  within  the  limitations  of  his 
schedule.  I  am  also  requesting  him 
to  write  Congressman  Cooley, 
chairman  of  the  House  Agriculture 
Committee,  as  he  did  last  year,  urg- 
ing that  hearings  begin  as  quickly 
as  possible  on  the  House  side,  so 
that  the  Senate  may  have  ample 
time  to  give  full  consideration  to 
this  measure. 

In  short,  Mr.  President,  let  me 
say  that  I  heartily  subscribe  to  the 
increases  in  the  quota  of  mainland 
eane  sugar  and  in  the  proposal  that 
25,000  tons  of  our  annual  consump- 
tion growth  in  this  country  be  as- 
signed to  that  area  of  our  sugar- 
producing  industry." 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  155) 
bout  200  acres  in  this  manner  last 
year. 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  Dr. 
Leo  Hebert  of  the  Houma  Station  is 
now  in  the  second  year  of  conducting 
studies  to  determine  yield  from  fields 
where  cane  has  been  grown  continu- 
ously. Several  years  will  be  required 
before  any  definite  conclusions  can 
be  drawn.  Many  growers  say  that 
this  was  tried  years  ago  and  results 
were  quite  unsuccessful.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  many  things  have 
changed  since  then.  The  industry 
now  has  heavy  equipment  to  do  a 
more  thorough  job  of  destroying 
stubble  and  preparing  a  seed  bed. 
Much  more  fertilizer  is  now  being 
used  and  the  varieties  in  use  today 
are   quite   different   and   etc. 
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SUGARCANE  BORER  OVERWINTERING 

POPULATION  AND  OUTLOOK  FOR  196) 

Leon  J.  Charpentier  and  Ralph  Mathes, 
Entomology  Research  Division,  Agric.  Res.  Serv.,  U.S.D.A. 


In  January  of  this  year  the  sugar- 
cane area  of  Louisiana  experienced 
the  most  severe  freezing  weather 
since  February  1899.  It  has  been  re- 
ported that  the  minimum  recorded 
at  Houma  that  year  was  5  degrees, 
and  this  year,  12  degrees  (Abbott 
1962). 

The  sugarcane  borer  (Diatraea  sac- 
charalis  (Fabricius) ),  introduced  in- 
to the  United  States  from  the  tropics, 
is  very  susceptible  to  low  tempera- 
tures. A  temperature  of  20  degrees 
F.  seems  to  be  a  critical  point  on  win- 
ter survival.  Very  low  temperatures 
are  more  important  than  the  number 
of  days  with  freezing  temperatures. 
Survival  rates  are  significantly  much 
lower  at  18  degrees  and  below  than 
at  23  degrees  and  above  (Mathes  et 
al.  1954). 

Growers  will  be  interested  to  learn 
of  the  effect  of  the  coldest  weather 
of  this  century  on  the  number  of 
borers  overwintering  in  cane  fields. 

Cane  trash  left  in  the  field  during 
harvesting  and  shoots  growing  from 
cane  planted  the  previous  summer 
are  the  most  important  sources  of 
borers  that  infest  the  new  growth  the 
following  spring.  Practically  all  bor- 
ers overwintering  in  cane  trash  do 
so  in  millable  parts  of  the  cane  plant. 
Since  the  summer-planted  cane  acre- 
age is  limited,  the  main  source  of 
overwintering  borers  is  the  cane 
trash. 

During  January  and  February 
1962,  eight  fields  of  summer-planted 
cane  on  six  plantations  in  the  Houma 
area  were  examined  for  borers  sur- 
viving the  freeze.  All  shoots  from 
four  representative  10-foot  samples 
of  cane  row  were  examined  in  each 
field.  A  total  of  136  dead  and  2  live 
borers  was  found  in  this  cane,  which 
indicated  a  mortality  of  99  percent. 
These  examinations  showed  that  an 


average  of  46  borers  per  acre  wa 
surviving.  This  is  the  lowest  surviva 
on  record  in  this  material.  The  aver 
age  number  surviving  per  acre  ij 
1951  was  76.  The  winter  of  1951 
when  a  low  of  14  degrees  was  r€ 
corded  was  the  next  coldest  in  thfi 
century.  The  46  borers  per  acre  sur 
viving  this  year  are  about  one-thirti 
eth  of  the  average  of  1341  survivinj 
in  such  material  during  the  perioi 
1944-1958. 

Cane-trash  examinations  for  ovei 
wintering  borers  were  made  on  1 
plantations  in  7  parishes  in  the  south 
eastern  section  of  the  sugarcane  are« 
Five  random  samples  of  10-feet  o 
row  each  were  examined  in  each  o 
two  fields  on  each  plantation.  Field 
selected  were  those  in  which  ovei 
wintering  borers  were  most  likely  t 
be  found,  usually  in  untreated  areas 
They  were  harvested  late  and  in  we 
weather,  which  increases  both  th 
amount  of  millable  cane  and  ur 
burned  borer-protecting  trash  left  i 
the  field  after  harvest.  The  informs 
tion  was  collected  for  the  primarj 
probable  infestation  and  contn 
the  severe  low  temperatures  on  borei 
survival  rather  than  to  estimate  thl 
probable  infestation  and  contr< 
needs  during  the  following  sprin 
and  summer,  as  has  been  done  for 
number  of  previous  years. 

The  examinations  yielded  236  deal 
and  5  live  borers,  which  indicated 
mortality  of  98  percent  and  a  24  pe: 
acre  survival  average  (table  1).  Th 
average  is  about  one-eleventh  of  tl 
average  of  274  surviving  in  cane  tras 
during   the   period    1938-58.     The 
live  borers  were  found  in  the  Hourrj 
area  where  temperatures  would  no' 
mally  be  expected  to  be  higher  tha 
other  areas  of  the  Cane  Belt.  In  car 
trash  an  infestation  of  0  to  5  borei 
is  considered  noneconomic,  5  to  21 


158 


THE   SUGAR  BULLET!, 


ight,  25  to  100  moderate,  100  to  200  likely  that  very  little,  if  any,  insecti- 
evere,  and  200  or  more  very  severe,  cidal  control  will  be  necessary,  grow- 
On  the  basis  of  the  limited  number  ers  are  urged  to  be  on  the  lookout 
if  borers  overwintering  this  year  and  for   developing   infestations   of   eco- 
n  the  past  history  of  the  perform-  nomic  levels  during  the  late  summer, 
nee  of  low  survival  populations,  the  f                c*    a 
irst-generation  infestation  in  April  References  Cited 
,nd  May  is  expected  to  be  one  of  the  Abbott,  E.  V.   1962.    Report  to  American 
ightest  on  record.    It  is  also  doubtful  fugar   Cane    League.     Sugar   Bull.,   Vol. 
whether  the  population  can  build  up  __~  (9)=  ,  :98'    _  TT  .          J  T    ,  _ 
nffiViPntlv  rn  mikp  rnnrh   ininrv  in  Mathes,  Ralph,  R.  E.  Haley,  and  L.  J.  Char- 
utticientiy  to  cause  mucn  injury  in  pentier.  1954.   Sugar  Bull.,  Vol.  32  (14)  : 
iOuisiana  during  1962.  Although  it  is  216-17. 

able  1.     Effect  of  freeze  on  population  of  overwintering  sugarcane 

borers  in  cane  trash  in  Louisiana  —  1962. 


Plantations 

Borers 
Dead 

collected 
Live 

Number  overwintering 
per  acre 

.shland 

35 

1 

73 

alentine 

34 

0 

0 

an  Francisco 

29 

0 

0 

oint  Farms 

23 

2 

146 

aceland 

22 

0 

0 

lulac 

20 

1 

73 

outhdown 

19 

1 

73 

.e  serve 

15 

0 

0 

Columbia 

9 

0 

0 

Ivan  Hall 

7 

0 

0 

faterford 

7 

0 

0 

iaf ourche  Sugars 

6 

0 

0 

lora  Texas 

4 

0 

0 

attle  Texas 

3 

0 

0 

lyrtle  Grove 

3 

0 

0 

Totals  &  Avg. 

236 

5 

24 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 

by  A.  W.  Dykers 


In  our  last  report  we  reviewed  the 
jtivities  of  the  U.S.D.A.  during  the 
ast  few  weeks  relative  to  sugar 
iotas.  We  said  that  our  Old  Mule 
ould  bear  watching  after  the  overall 
msumption  estimate  was  increased 
)  9,700,000  tons.  His  reaction  has 
jen  on  the  weak  side.  Spot  quota- 
ons  have  dropped  ten  points  since 
ir  last  report  and  raws  in  both  New 
ork  and  New  Orleans  are  down  to 
37  cents  a  pound,  delivered. 

On  April  20th,  Secretary  of  Agri- 
ilture  Orville  L.  Freeman,  with  the 
mcurrence  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
icreased  the  quantity  of  non-quota 
igar  authorized  for  purchase  during 
le  first  six  months  of  this  year  by 
),590  tons.  Attention  is  called  to  the 
tct  that  this  does  not  mean  there 
as  been  an  increase  in  the  overall 
jota.  It  simply  means  that  this 
)untry  has  allocated  to  foreign  coun- 
•ies  other  than  Cuba  an  additional 
3,590  tons  of  sugar  from  the  quota 
uba  would  have  if  Castro  was  our 
•iend. 

The  reason  all  quotas  are  on  a  six 
lonth  basis  is  that  the  Sugar  Act 
spires  on  June  30,  1962.  The  con- 
imption  estiriiate  for  the  entire  year 
as  been  placed  at  the  9,700,000  ton 
gure  mentioned  above  but  the  actual 
[locations  to  the  various  countries 
ave  been  confined  to  the  period  end- 
lg  June  30,  1962.  Today,  April  27th, 
nly  64  days  remain  before  the  Sugar 
(ft  expires. 

We  believe  that  it  will  be  interest- 
lg  to  see  what  the  records  show  con- 
srning    deliveries    against    quotas. 


Here  is  the  official  line  up  as  of  April 
27,  1962. 

Hawaii  had  shipped  205,756  tons 
and  had  370,720  tons  remaining. 

Puerto  Rico  had  shipped  333,551 
tons  and  had  286,870  tons  remaining. 

The  Virgin  Islands  had  shipped 
nothing  and  had  their  full  6  months 
quota  of  8,461  tons  remaining. 

The  Philippines  had  shipped  646,- 
016  tons  and  had  26,385  tons  remain- 
ing. 

Peru  had  shipped  218,248  tons  and 
had  111,750  tons  remaining. 

Dominican  Republic  had  shipped 
304,281  tons  and  had  174,904  tons  re- 
maining. 

Mexico  had  shipped  316,400  tons 
and  had  82,190  tons  remaining. 

Nicaragua  had  shipped  21,868  tons 
and  had  28,132  tons  remaining. 

Haiti  had  shiped  804  tons  and  had 
4,404  tons  remaining. 

The  Republic  of  China  had  shipped 
48,185  tons  and  had  5,874  tons  re- 
maining. 

Panama  had  shipped  3,789  tons  and 
had  1,270  tons  remaining. 

Costa  Rica  had  its  entire  quota  of 
10,059  tons  remaining. 

Canada,  the  United  Kingdom  and 
Belgium  apparently  had  filled  none 
of  their  quota  of  316  tons,  258  tons1, 
and  979  tons,  respectively. 

British  Guiana  had  shipped  451 
tons  and  had  10,105  tons  remaining. 

Hong  Kong  has  a  quota  of  2  tons. 
(Continued  on  page  166) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEI 

by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


A 

Mosaic  is  still  a  very  serious  prob- 
lem in  most  of  the  cane  belt  and 
growers  should  not  eliminate  the 
roguing  program  as  a  means  of  re- 
ducing costs  on  this  year's  cane  crop. 
Although  many  farms  have  been  se- 
verely hurt  by  the  January  freezes, 
and  cost  cutting  is  an  item  of 
grave  consideration,  growers  should 
attempt  to  cut  corners  only  in  areas 
which  will  not  reduce  production  this 
year,  or  in  future  years.  A  build  up 
in  mosaic  this  year  will  materially 
reduce  yields  in  the  future.  This  is 
a  positive  fact.  Rogue  seed  cane  this 
year  for  better  yields  next  year  and 
in  the  future.  The  program  can  be 
started  now. 

Several  growers  have  recently  be- 
come a  little  discouraged  because  of 
the  build  up  of  mosaic  in  cane  planted 
from  last  year's  rogued  plots.  It 
must  be  pointed  out  that  occasionally 
this  will  occur  in  spite  of  everything 
being  done  properly.  The  build  up 
probably  occurred  in  the  fall  after 
the  plant  cane  came  up  to  a  lush 
growth.  Insects  migrated  from  hard- 
ened, matured  mill  cane  to  young 
tender  plant  shoots.  It  must  also  be 
pointed  out  that  the  build  up  would 
have  been  much  greater  on  the  farm 
had  a  roguing  program  not  been  prac- 
ticed. Growers  should  continue  to 
isolate  seed  plots  as  much  as  possible. 

Although  it  is  now  time  to  begin 
the  roguing  program,  growers  should 
first  make  a  thorough  survey  of  the 
farm  to  determine  what  fields  have 
light  infestations  now  and  what  vari- 
eties border  these  fields  as  well  as 
the  percentage  of  mosaic  in  the  bor- 


Time  Near  To  Begin  Roguing  j 
For  Mosaic  Disease 

dering  fields.  To  select  a  field  whic 
has  a  low  initial  infestation  and 
bordered  by  fields  which  also  ha^ 
light  infestations  will  make  the  jc 
both  easier  and  more  successfi 
Spend  a  little  survey  time  now  ai 
save  both  time  and  money  late 
Roguing  cost  can  be  kept  to  a  mir 
mum  year  after  year  if  the  progra 
is  started  before  the  build  up  of  m 
saic  reaches  a  high  level.  Growe: 
with  only  a  trace  of  mosaic  shou 
start  this  year  and  not  wait  unl 
next  year  or  the  year  after.  As  m 
saic  increases  on  a  farm  it  become 
more  difficult  to  control  this  prof 
taking  disease. 

It  is  important  to  point  out  tha 
with  only  an  occasional  exceptio: 
the  more  perfect  the  roguing  job  tl 
better  the  seed.  Don't  hurry;  rogi 
a  little  less  cane  per  day  but  do 
good  job.  It  usually  pays  off. 

Growers  who  have  not  rogued  f< 
mosaic  disease  before  can  get  roguir 
information  from  the  County  Agent 
County  Agents  have  held  mosa 
clinics  in  most  parishes  over  the  pa! 
couple  of  years.  The  mosaic  clinic 
have  been  of  great  help  and  withoi 
these  clinics  much  less  roguing  woul 
have  been  done. 

The  disease  is  not  hard  to  identff; 
but  it  does  take  someone  who  kno^ 
the  specific  symptom  to  teach  one  1 
recognize  the  disease.  Anyone  wt 
has  good  eyesight  and  is  consciei 
tious  can  do  a  good  job  of  roguinj 
It  does  not  take  an  expert  to  do  tr 
job.  There  are  many  places  in  tr 
(Continued  on  page  166) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Economic  Garbage 

Government  economists  would  bring 
)  an  end  "the  expensive  and  trouble- 
)me  system  of  sugar  planning  and 
absidy"  according  to  the  New  York 
limes.  In  a  vicious,  misleading,  slant- 
i  news  story  April  23  and  in  an  edi- 
torial on  April  25  the  Times  con- 
irmed  what  we  have  been  saying 
)r  some  years,  namely  that  there  is 

certain  group  within  the  govern- 
lent  which  would  dearly  like  to  de- 
troy  the  domestic  sugar  industry. 

The  Times  apparently  based  its 
tory  and  editorial  on  a  statement 
jade  by  Kermit  Gordon,  member  of 
he  Council  of  Economic  Advisers, 
'he  statement  was  made  to  a  group 
jf  sugar  industry  representatives 
leeting  with  government  represen- 
atives  in  an  effort  to  reach  agree- 
ment on  provisions  of  a  new  Sugar 
Mil.  Economist  Gordon,  the  lead-off 
peaker  for  the  government,  opened 
he  conference  by  saying:  "The  do- 
mestic industry  is  uneconomic,  inef- 
?icient  and  too  expensive.  It  costs 
he  taxpayers  of  this  country  approx- 
mately  $700,000,000  a  year.  We  feel 
ve  could  take  the  same  amount  of 
noney  and  do  better  elsewhere". 

The  New  York  Times,  like  the  Rus- 
lian  newspaper  Pravda,  USSR  house 
>rgan,  likes  to  believe  itself  the  unof- 
icial  publication  of  the  U.  S.  Gov- 
ernment. In  its  news  columns  and  on 
ts  editorial  page  it  parrots  as  facts 
icraps  from  the  pile  of  economic  gar- 
>age  heaped  up  by  Economist  Gor- 
lon. 

To  better  understand  just  how  far 
ledicated  government  hatchet  men 
ind    irresponsible    members    of    the 


fourth  estate  will  go  to  achieve  their 
goal,   a  planned  economy — read  the 
following    editorial    which    appeared 
April  25  in  the  New  York  Times : 
Uncle  Sam,  Sugar  Daddy 

"Present  sugar  legislation  guaran- 
tees domestic  beet  and  cane  growers 
more  than  half  the  American  market. 
It  also  authorizes  the  Government  to 
limit  the  total  supply  of  sugar  avail- 
able for  sale  here — by  limiting  im- 
ports— to  permit  an  artificially  high 
price  for  this  high-cost  American  in- 
dustry." 

"This  cozy  system  of  Government 
economic  planning  for  the  benefit  of 
the  relatively  small  group  of  pro- 
ducers has  not  satisfied  the  benefici- 
aries. They  now  complain  that  the 
President's  proposed  changes  in  the 
sugar  law  would  only  lift  their  guar- 
anteed share  of  the  market  from  53.5 
to  56  per  cent.  They  want  61.13  per 
cent  of  the  market,  and  their  pres- 
sure may  kill  the  President's  propo- 
sals, which  are  overcautious  and  cen- 
ter about  changes  in  the  system  of 
import  quotas  and  bonuses  for  for- 
eign sugar.  As  we  have  previously 
stated,  we  believe  these  changes  to 
be  desirable." 

"In  this  situation,  President  Ken- 
nedy has  an  opportunity  for  bold  ac- 
tion. It  arises  from  the  fact  that 
there  is  now  no  rational  reason  for 
a  sugar  control  system,  the  subsidy 
features  of  which  last  year  cost  the 
American  people  almost  $700,000,000. 
The  old  desire  to  protect  Cuba's  econ- 
omy has  been  removed  by  the  Castro 
regime's  behavior.  The  argument 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  165) 

that  a  domestic  sugar  industry  as- 
sures at  least  partial  satisfaction  of 
our  sugar  needs  in  the  event  of  war 
has  been  made  almost  irrelevant  by 
the  probable  shape  of  any  future  nu- 
clear conflict." 

'There  is  thus  a  strong  case  for 
gradually  bringing  to  an  end  the  ex- 
pensive and  troublesome  system  of 
sugar  planning  and  subsidy.  Such 
action  would  help  consumers  by  tend- 
ing to  lower  the  price  of  sugar,  thus 
counteracting  inflationary  pressures. 
It  would  also  help  increase  the  role 
of  the  free  market  in  our  economy. 
The  many  tropical  lands  that  produce 
sugar  would  be  glad  to  sell  us  all  we 
need  at  a  much  lower  price  than  is 
expected  by  domestic  beet  and  cane 
growers." 

'The  President  would  do  well  to 
reply  to  the  domestic  sugar  lobby's 
demand  for  expansion  of  its  plant- 
ings and  its  subsidies  by  an  an- 
nouncement that  he  will  move  in  the 
opposite  direction,  helping  beet  and 
cane  growers  to  shift  their  crops  to 
other  and  more  economical  uses  for 
their  land." 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  164) 

belt  where  farm  labor  is  doing  a  good 
job. 

It  is  advisable  to  wait  until  the  ef- 
fects of  chemical  injury  and  cold  dis- 
coloration have  disappeared  from  the 
leaf  before  starting  the  program.  As 
soon  as  the  leaves  take  on  a  good 
color  it  will  be  time.  Several  growers 
have  already  started  the  program. 
Whether  growers  start  this  week  or 
next  week  is  not  too  important.  The 
important  thing  is  to  rogue,  do  a  good 
job,  and  don't  wait  too  late  to  start. 


UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  163) 

The    record    on    its    whereabouts 
vague. 

Colombia  had  shipped  14,870  tor 
and  had  15,130  tons  remaining. 

Erazil  had  shipped  29,585  tons  an 
had  50,415  tons  remaining. 

India  had  shipped  49,003  tons  wit 
50,997  tons  remaining. 

El  Salvador  had  not  shipped  an|* 
of  its  5,000  ton  quota. 

Ireland's  5,000  ton  quota  was  ai 
parently  still  untouched. 

Guatemala's  5,000  ton  quota  had  n 
charges  against  it  and,  therefore,  5 
000  tons  remain. 

The  5,000  ton  Fiji  Island  quota  sti 
remains  at  5,000  tons. 

The  French  West  Indies  ha 
shipped  1,909  tons  and  had  3,091  ton 
remaining. 

Meeting  Curtailed 

The  Executive  Committee  of  th 
International  Society  of  Sugar  Can 
Technologists  has  announced  that  th 
damage  done  on  the  islands  of  Maui 
itius  and  Reunion  by  a  severe  tropica 
hurricane  on  February  28th  has  mad 
it  necessary  to  shorten  the  lengt 
of  the  11th  Congress  of  the  Societ 
scheduled  for  the  islands  this  yeai 
The  opening  date  of  the  Congres 
September  24th,  remains  unchange 
but  the  final  session  will  be  on  Fr: 
day,  October  5th  instead  of  Fridaj 
October  12th,  as  originally  an 
nounced. 

Dr.  Arthur  G.  Keller,  who  needs 
introduction  to  the  readers  of  T 
Sugar  Bulletin,  is  Regional  Vice 
Chairman,  of  the  Society.  He  can  b 
reached  at  Louisiana  State  Univers 
ity,  Baton  Rouge,  for  further  in 
formation  regarding  the  Congress. 
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SUGAR  CANE  BORERS: 

Now— get  positive  control 
of  sugar  cane  borers  with  endrin 


Here  are  three  reasons  why  sugar  cane  borers 
will  not  be  your  problem  when  you  use 
endrin: 

Proved  effective— Endrin  has  proved  to  be 
highly  effective  against  sugar  cane  borers. 

Economical— Endrin  controls  borers  at  low  dos- 
age rates. 

Long  lasting— Endrin  applications  last  for  days, 
ftni  make  fewer  applications— still  get  sure  con- 
trol of  sugar  cane  borers. 

Endrin  is  available  from  your  regular  insec- 
:icide  supplier  under  various  well-known  brand 
names.  Look  for  the  name  endrin  on  the  label 
)r  ingredient  statement. 


Shell  Chemical  Company,  Agricultural  C 
cals  Division,  119  S.  Claiborne  Avenue, 
Orleans  12,  Louisiana. 


endrin 

A  PRODUCT  OF  SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 
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SUGAR  CANE  BORERS: 

Now— get  positive  control 
of  sugar  cane  borers  with  endrin 


5re  are  three  reasons  why  sugar  cane  borers 

will  not  be  your  problem  when  you  use 

in: 

red  effective—  Endrin  has  proved  to  be 

ly  effective  against  sugar  cane  borers. 

lomical— Endrin  controls  borers  at  low  dos- 
lates. 

|g  lasting— Endrin  applications  last  for  days, 
taake  fewer  applications— still  get  sure  con- 
o(  sugar  cane  borers. 

Iidrin  is  available  from  your  regular  insec- 
e  supplier  under  various  well-known  brand 
es.  Look  for  the  name  endrin  on  the  label 
gredient  statement. 
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Shell  Chemical  Company,  Agricultural  Chen 
cals  Division,  119  S.  Claiborne  Avenue,  Ne 
Orleans  12,  Louisiana. 


endrin 

A  PRODUCT  OF  SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 
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Some  methods  only 
slow  down  grass, 


brush 


and  Sttaiis      Dowpon  and  Kuron  k||!  thei 


Cutting,  oiling,  flaming  only  put  off  vegetation  control  problems  in  ditches.  So  why  settle 
temporary  control  when  results  are  sure  and  long-lasting  with  a  combination  of  Dowpon®  gr? 
kiDer  and  Kuron®  weed  and  brush  killer.  ■  As  soon  as  Dowpon  is  sprayed  on  the  grass  !ea\ 
it  starts  being  absorbed.  Once  inside,  it  finds  its  way  into  every  "fiber"  of  the  grass— roots  and 
Alexander  grass,  cattails,  phragmites— even  the  tough  perennials  Johnson  and  Bermuda  gras: 
yield  to  the  tops-to-roots  killing  power  of  Dowpon.  ■  Combine  Kuron  with  Dowpon,  and  you'll  cont 
many  aquatic  weeds,  willows  and  other  species  of  woody  brush  that  infest  ditches  and  choke  t 
flow  of  water.  ■  Apply  Dowpon  and  Kuron  by  aerial  or  ground  rig  when  vegetation  is  growing,  a 
follow  with  one  or  two  spot  treatments  later  in  the  year.  Result:  an  easy,  safe,  low-cost  solutil 
to  tough  grass  and  brush  problems.  See  your  nearest  Dow  farm  supplier  today. 

PRODUCTS  ADVERTISED  HEREIN  COMPLY  WITH  U.S.  LAW- 
When  used  as  directed  on  label  and  in  accordance  with  good  practices,  they  comply  with  Food  and  Drug  Law  and  other  Federal  Laws. 


THE  DOW  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Sugar  Legislation 

Chairman  of  the  House  Agricul- 
ural  Committee,  the  Honorable  Har- 
ld  Cooley,  has  announced  that  hear- 
ngs  will  be  started  on  May  15th  by 
lis  Committee  to  consider  a  new  su- 
l&r  bill  which  will  take  the  place  of 
he  present  Sugar  Act.  Thomas  M. 
Barker,  President  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League,  Wallace  C.  Kem- 
>er,  Chairman  of  the  Legislative 
Committee  of  the  League,  and  Gilbert 
I  Durbin,  the  League's  General  Man- 
iger,  will  be  in  Washington  for  the 
learings. 

There  has  been  considerable  jockey- 
ng  for  position  in  Washington  dur- 
ng  the  past  few  months  relative  to 
mgar  legislation  and  it  is  encourag- 
ing to  note  that,  as  a  result,  the  Ken- 
ledy  Administration  and  the  domestic 
iugar  industry  are  expected  to  make 
dentical  recommendations  to  Con- 
gress regarding  changes  in  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Sugar  Act  affecting 
LJ.  S.  growers  and  processors  of  su- 
?ar  cane  and  sugar  beets. 

As  usual,  Senators  Ellender  and 
Long  and  Congressman  Boggs  and 
Willis  are  expected  to  play  major 
roles  in  the  enactment  of  new  sugar 
legislation  along  with  Congressman 
Harold  B.  McSween  who  is  a  mem- 
ber of  the  House  Agricutural  Com- 
mittee. 

As  we  go  to  press  with  this  issue 
of  The  Sugar  Bulletin,  forty  -  eight 
days,  including  Sundays  and  holidays, 
remain  before  the  Sugar  Act  expires. 
It  is  easy  to  see  that  the  need  for 
speed  is  very  urgent. 


Deficit  Allocated 

On  May  9th,  Secretary  of  Agricul- 
ture Orville  L.  Freeman  announced 
a  50,000  ton  deficit  in  the  Hawaiian 
quota  and  reallocated  it  to  the  Do- 
mestic Beet  Sugar  Area,  Puerto  Rico, 
and  the  Virgin  Islands.  Mainland 
cane  does  not  participate  in  the  re- 
allocation. We  print  below  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture's  explanation  of 
the  reallocation. 

"Receipts  of  Hawaiian  sugar  in 
1962  through  April  25  amounted  to 
205,000  tons.  If  the  same  rate  of  de- 
livery is  retained  through  June  30, 
there  would  be  a  deficit  of  250,00  tons 
in  the  Hawaiian  quota  for  the  first 
half  of  1962.  If  the  rate  of  receipt 
is  doubled  for  the  balance  of  the  per- 
iod, a  deficit  of  more  than  100,000 
tons  would  still  occur.  A  deficit  of 
12,492  tons  in  the  quota  for  Hawaii 
was  declared  April  13,  1962. 

"Recognizing  the  unsatisfied  de- 
mand for  sugar  which  is  developing 
in  the  West  because  the  California  & 
Hawaiian  Sugar  Refinery  in  Cali- 
fornia is  strikebound,  the  availability 
of  additional  quantities  of  beet  sugar, 
and  the  need  for  beet  sugar  process- 
ors to  adjust  their  sales  plans  as 
quickly  as  possible  during  the  limited 
time  remaining  in  the  first  half  of  the 
year,  an  additional  deficit  of  50,000 
tons  is  declared  at  this  time  in  the 
quota  for  Hawaii  and  realocated  to 
the  Domestic  Beet  Sugar  Area,  Puerto 
Rico  and  the  Virgin  Islands. 

"None  of  the  deficit  is  prorated  to 
the  Mainland  Cane  Sugar  Area  as 
that  area  is  not  expected  to  be  able  to 
market  sugar  in  excess  of  its  quota 
for  the  six-month  period  ending  June 
30,  1962." 


May  15,  1962 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 

by  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 
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Rogued  Seed  Available  Again  This  Year 


Growers  who  wish  to  purchase 
small  quantities  of  seed  which  has 
been  rogued  for  mosaic  disease  and 
heat-treated  for  stunting  disease  will 
again  have  an  opportunity  to  do  so 
this  year.  The  League's  Mosaic  Di- 
sease Control  Committee,  headed  by 
Mr.  M.  L.  Shaffer  of  South  Coast 
Corp.,  made  its  first  inspection  re- 
cently of  the  five  locations  selected. 
The  committee  is  composed  of  mem- 
bers of  the  L.S.U.  Experiment  Sta- 
tion and  the  U.S.D.A.  Houma  Station 
and  representatives  of  the  League. 
The  five  locations  selected  are  Lula 
Plantation,  Belle  Rose,  La.,  Harang 
Farms,  Labadieville,  La.,  The  Webre- 
Steib  Farm,  Vacherie,  La.,  A.  V.  Al- 
lain  &  Sons'  Farm,  Baldwin,  La.,  and 
Howard  Viator's  Farm,  Adeline,  La. 
Although  the  committee  will  inspect 
a  small  quantity  of  seed  of  the  var- 
iety C.  P.  48-103,  most  of  the  seed  will 
be  of  the  varieties  C.  P.  52-68,  N.  Co. 
310  and  C.  P.  44-101  which  comprise 
over  75  per  cent  of  theacreage.  These 
three  canes  are  also  more  susceptible 
to  mosaic  than  other  varieties. 

Prospective  purchasers  of  this  seed 
should  plan  now  where  the  seed  will 
be  planted.  Every  attempt  should  be 
made  to  plant  this  cane  as  far  as  pos- 
sible from  cane  already  infected  with 
mosiac  disease.  An  inspection  of  the 
fields  now  will  help  growers  place 
clean  seed  in  the  most  advantageous 
spot.  This  is  very  important.  In  the 
past,  several  growers  have  purchased 
good  clean  seed  and  planted  it  very 
near  highly  infected  cane.  The  result 
was  a  complete  loss.  The  clean  seed 
became  too  infected  to  be  used  for 
seed.  It  must  be  remembered  that  in- 
sects carry  the  disease  and  they  are 
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more  likely  to  fly  a  short  distanci 
than  a  longer  distance.  So,  plant  cleai 
seed  as  far  away  as  possible  from  di 
seased  cane. 

Growers  are  again  reminded  tha 
mosaic  disease  is  a  profit  taker.  Fieli 
experiments  over  a  long  period 
time  have  shown  that  yields  are  re 
duced  34  per  cent  in  C.  P.  44-101,  3: 
per  cent  in  C.  P.  52-68  and  17.5  pe 
cent  in  N.  Co.  310  when  100  per  cen 
diseased  cane  is  compared  with  cleai 
cane.  Some  growers  will  say  that  thi 
is  of  no  great  concern  to  them  becaus 
there  is  only  a  small  infection  on  th 
farm.  It  is  highly  important  to  not 
that  it  does  not  take  too  long  a  perioc 
only  a  matter  of  two  or  three  yean 
before  the  100  per  cent  infection  ca 
be  present.  Mosaic  is  easy  to  contrc 
when  the  infection  is  low.  It  is  nc 
easy  once  the  infection  has  reached 
high  level.  Start  early.  It  is  easie 
and  less  costly. 

It  is  not  too  late  to  start  to  contrc 
mosaic  now.  In  fact,  the  period  o 
heavy  spread  is  now  taking  plac< 
Each  year  more  growers  start  a  rogo 
ing  program.  Most  of  these  grower! 
have  been  successful  in  the  contr<| 
program  and  they  are  continuing  ij 
Much  credit  is  due  County  Agent! 
throughout  the  belt  for  the  help  thej 
have  given  in  this  program. 

Learn  to  identify  the  disease.  Mak| 
a  survey  by  counting  the  number  c 
infected    stools    in    100    consecutrv| 
stools.  Do  this  in  5  or  more  differer| 
parts  of  the  field  to  be  rogued.    ] 
there  are  no  more  than  2  disease 
stools  per  hundred  stools  the  area  : 
acceptable  for  roguing.    Check  witl 
County  Agents  for  specific  informs 
tion  on  a  roguing  program. 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Progress — Slow  But  Sure 

The  domestic  sugar  industry  and 
le  Administration  have  reached  a- 
reement  on  the  major  part  of  the 
ew  sugar  legislative  program  under 
fhich  domestic  growers  would  re- 
eive  approximately  59.9  per  cent  of 
onsumption  requirements  and  63  per 
ent  of  the  growth  of  the  U.  S.  market. 
)n  the  basis  of  a  9,700,000  ton  con- 
umption  estimate  domestic  producers 
Hi  receive  the  following  basic  quo- 
as: 


Main  Cane 
Beets 
Hawaii 
Puerto  Rico 
Virgin  Islands 


895,000  tons 

2,650,000  tons 

1,110,000  tons 

1,140,000  tons 

15,000  tons 


The  only  point  that  still  separates 
the  Administration  and  the  domestic 
'ndustry  from  complete  accord  on  do- 
nestic  provisions  of  a  new  sugar  bill 
s  refined  sugar  imports.  Domestic 
)roducers  insist  that  such  imports  be 
reduced  by  375,000  tons  a  year,  the 
imount  formerly  imported  from  Cu- 
)a.  The  Administration  wants  such 
reduction  to  be  only  125,000  tons.  It 
s  hoped  that  the  government  will  re- 
cede from  its  stand  to  the  375,000  ton 
figure  requested  by  the  industry.  If 
igreement  cannot  be  reached  on  that 
point,  the  Congress  will  decide  what 
;he  figure  shall  be. 

The  quota  compromise  between  the 
sugar  industry  and  the  government 
resulted  largely  because  of  the  per- 
sonal efforts  of  Senator  Ellender  and 
Congressman  Harold  McSween  who 


individually  went  to  the  White  House 
and  presented  the  industry's  problems 
directly  to  President  Kennedy. 

Hearings  on  the  Administration's 
bill,  the  industry's  bill  or  a  bill  pre- 
pared and  introduced  by  House  Agri- 
culture Committee  Chairman  Harold 
Cooley  will  begin  May  15.  The  first 
day's  hearings  will  be  devoted  to  com- 
ments by  Agriculture  Secretary  Free- 
man and  other  top  government  of- 
ficials. The  second  day  industry's 
single  spokesman,  Frank  A.  Kemp, 
President,  Great  Western  Sugar  Cor- 
poration, will  be  heard.  Industrial 
sugar  users  also  will  present  testi- 
mony on  the  second  day  of  the  hear- 
ings. New  beet  growers,  foreign  su- 
gar suppliers  and  members  of  Con- 
gress will  be  allotted  time  by  Chair- 
man Cooley  who  urged  sokesmen  to 
be  brief  and  if  possible,  file  written 
statements  in  lieu  of  oral  testimony. 
Chairman  Cooley  hopes  to  have  the 
hearings  concluded  in  not  more  than 
four  days.  If  his  schedule  is  followed 
the  bill  could  be  reported  out  of  com- 
mittee and  be  on  the  floor  by  the  24th 
or  25th  of  May. 


WANTED 

Assistant  Engineer  for  one  of  Louisi- 
ana's largest  sugar  mills.  College  gradu- 
ate preferred.    Good  Pay  and  Housing. 

Apply 

A.E.    1    The    Sugar    Bulletin 

415  Whitney  Bldg.,  New  Orleans  12,  La. 


May  15,  1962 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,  La. 


Telephone  JA  2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter  M.  Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 

AMERICAN  MOLASSES  CO.,  OF 

GODCHAUX  SUGAR  REFINING  CO* 

LOUISIANA,  INC. 

Carondelet  Bldg. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

PELICAN  STATE  LIME  CORPN. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,  INC. 

P.  O.  Drawer  969 

126  Carondelet  Street 

Morgan  City,  La. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,  INC. 

THE    HIBERNIA   NATIONAL   BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,  INC. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

(Louisiana  Division) 

New  Orleans,   La. 

P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

STANDARD  SUPPLY  &  HARDWARE 

823  Perdido  Street 

CO.,   INC. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

822  Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

M.  &  L.  TRACTOR  CO. 

1201  St.  Charles  Street 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

Houma,  Louisiana 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

H.  B.  NAQUIN 

New  Orleans,  La. 

John  Deere  Dealer 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 

Thibodaux,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ca 


THE  MARK 

•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


OF   QUALITY 


J.  &.  L.  ENGINEERING  CO.,  INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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THE  FARM  BILL 

Some  of  our  members  have  asked  questions  about  the  farm  bill  which 
Senator  Ellender  sponsored  and  the  Senate  recently  passed.  Briefly,  the 
rill  provides  that  growers  of  wheat,  corn,  sorghum  and  barley  must  bring 
the  production  and  marketing  of  their  commodities  in  line  with  demand  if 
phey  want  to  continue  receiving  government  price  supports.  If  they  do  not 
want  the  government  controls  and  price  supports,  they  can  vote  against 
[them  and  be  free  to  do  as  they  please. 

The  bill  does  not  affect  sugar,  cotton,  rice,  peanuts,  or  tobacco.  The  pro- 
ucers  of  these  commodities  have  lived  with  government  controls  and  price 
upports  since  the  early  1930's.  Somehow  or  other  the  grain  farmers  man- 
ged  to  get  the  price  supports  without  having  to  accept  effective  controls. 
The  huge  surpluses  of  wheat  and  corn,  stored  at  great  cost  to  the  govern- 
ment, have  caused  the  public  to  think  the  whole  farm  program  is  bad.  The 
inventories  of  other  farm  commodities  are  not  unreasonably  large. 

T.  M.  Barker,  President 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
miH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Contact  Meeting  At  U.  S.  D.  A.  Houma 
Station,  June  21 


The  staff  of  the  U.  S.  D.  A.  Houma 
jtation,  and  Mr.  Malcolm  Duhe, 
chairman  of  the  League's  Contact 
Committee,  invite  all  cane  growers 
nd  other  interested  persons  to  at- 
end  the  all  important  Annual  U.  S. 
).  A.  Houma  Station  Contact  Meet- 
ng  to  be  held  June  21  in  the  Munici- 
al  Auditorium  in  Houma,  La.,  be- 
ginning at  nine  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ng.  Listed  below  is  a  schedule  of  the 
>rogram. 

Morning  Session 
9:00-9:15 
Dpening  Remarks 

9:15-10:00 
Breeding  and  Seeding  Work : 
Breeding  work  at  Canal  Point — P.  H. 

Dunckelman 
Seedling  work  at  Houma  —  R.  D. 
Breaux,  H.  P.  Fanguy 
10:00-10:30 
Variety  Report: 

lest  field  varieties — R.  J.  Matherne, 
T.  J.  Stafford,  L.S.U. 
10:30-11:00 
Unreleased  varieties  at  the  Houma 

station 
1962  variety  census — -L.   P.   Hebert, 
Maturity  studies — L.  P.  Hebert,  L.  G. 
Davidson 

11:00-11:20 
Physiology  Investigations : 
Cold  tolerance  and  other  studies — J. 
E.  Irvine 

11:20-11:30 

Desiccants;     chemicals     to     improve 

maturity — L.  G.  Davidson 

11:30-12:00 

Weed  Control  Investigations — R.  W. 

Millhollon 

Adjourn  for  barbecue  lunch 


Afternoon  Session 
1:00-1:20 
Disease  Investigations : 
Effect   of   RSD   on   yields— Varietal 
resistance  to  mosaic — E.  V.  Abbott, 
N.  Zummo  and  R.  L.  Tippett 
Mosaic  spread  in  heat-treated  and  un- 
treated cane — N.  Zummo 
Red  leaf  disease — N.  Zummo 

1 :20  - 1 :30 
Report  of  Committee  on  Mosaic  Con- 
trol—M.  L.  Shaffer,  South  Coast 
Corporation 

1:30-2:15 
Sugarcane   Insect   Investigations   — 
Ralph  Mathes,  L.  J.  Charpentier 
2:15-2:45 
Fertilizer  Investigations — L.  G.  Da- 
vidson 

2:45-3:15 
Progress  on  Development  of  a  Har- 
vester— R.  M.  Ramp 
3:15-3:30 
Nutria  Control  Studies — E.  E.  Parks, 
U.  S.  Dept.  of  Interior 
Dr.  Abbott,  Superintendent,  also 
invites  growers  to  visit  the  Houma 
Station  and  grounds  either  before  or 
after  the  meeting.  Growers  should 
be  interested  to  see  both  the  one-half 
million  varieties  on  the  Station 
grounds  and  the  good  farming  oper- 
ations on  the  Station.  It  should  be 
pointed  out  that  the  Station  operates 
this  land  on  a  budget  just  as  other 
cane  growers  do.  The  Station  does 
not  spend  money  uselessly  to  mani- 
cure the  fields  for  show.  They  do  a 
good  job  of  cultivation  and  control- 
ling grass.  Much  credit  for  this  must 
go  to  Mr.  Clarence  Guidry,  Farm 
Manager  at  the  Station. 

(Continued  on  page  180) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 

by  Josiah  Ferris 


Hearings  on  the  Administration's 
Sugar  Bill,  H.  R.  11730  began  on 
schedule  in  the  House  Committee  on 
Agriculture,  May  15.  According  to 
custom  and  protocol  government  wit- 
nesses are  called  first,  but  spokesmen 
for  the  Administration  were  not  pre- 
pared to  testify  on  the  opening  day. 
Frank  A.  Kemp,  President,  Great 
Western  Sugar  Company,  was  unan- 
imously drafted  by  the  domestic  in- 
dustry as  its  single  spokesman.  When 
the  government  witnesses  failed  to 
appear,  Chairman  Cooley  called  Mr. 
Kemp  to  the  stand.  In  28  years  of 
covering  all  House  and  Senate  hear- 
ings on  sugar  we  have  never  heard 
a  brief  more  eloquently  or  dramatic- 
ally presented.  At  the  conclusion  of 
his  testimony  Mr.  Kemp  was  warmly 
congratulated  by  Chairman  Cooley 
and  all  members  of  the  Committee. 
The  comments  of  Mr.  Cooley  and 
Committee  members  were  so  unusual 
that  some  are  quoted,  in  part,  from 
the  record: 

"The  Chairman.  Mr.  Kemp,  I  want 
to  again  thank  you  for  this  fine  state- 

I         ment.   I  want  to  thank  you  and  those 

I         who  have  worked  with  you  so  faith- 
fully   and    diligently    through    the 

|         months  in  bringing  agreement  to  the 
industry. 

"I  introduced  this  bill  and  at  the 
same  time  issued  a  press  release 
which  indicated  that  I  could  not  sup- 

I         port  all  of  its  provisions. 

"We  have  heard  a  lot  of  talk  about 
global  quotas  which  to  me  means  no 
quotas  at  all.  The  program  has 
worked  so  well  that  I  hope  this  Com- 
mittee will  not  do  anything  that  will 


Sugar  Spokesman  Praised 

endanger  it.  I  am  just  afraid  of  thi 
global  quota  business,  that  it  woul 
be  the  opening  wedge  to  the  downfa*. 
and  collapse  of  the  program. 

"I  just  want  to  ask  one  other  ques 
tion.  Without  this  sugar  prograr 
the  domestic  industry  could  not  sui 
vive? 

"Mr.  Kemp.   It  could  not." 

"The  Chairman.  I  thank  you  ver 
much  for  that  expression  of  you 
views.  I  am  glad  the  Committee  ha 
had  an  opportunity  to  hear  you 
statement. 

"Mr.  McSween  (of  Louisiana) 
Mr.  Kemp,  I  should  not  want  to  leav 
the  meeting  without  taking  the  oj 
portunity  to  extend  my  highest  con 
pliments  on  a  very  eloquent  state 
ment. 

"We  have,  as  you  know,  a  very  ol 
sugar  producing  industry  in  my  Stat 
of  Louisiana.  There  are  some  5,00 
producers,  and  these  people  have  bee 
at  it  a  long  time. 

"I  know  that  they  support  the  phi 
osophy  of  the  Sugar  Act.  They  woul 
like  to  have  more  production,  c 
course,  but  they  are  aware  of  thes 
problems.  I  know  that  they  woul 
have  been  proud  to  have  heard  yo 
represent  them  through  this  industr 
group  today. 

"I  think  that  the  united  support  c 
this  industry  for  the  domestic  aspecl 
of  this  Sugar  Act  as  an  instrumer 
of  domestic  agricultural  policy  is 
testament  to  the  fact  that  it  is  coi 
ceivable  that  a  government  agricu 
tural  program  can  work,  and  I  thin 
that  it  is  a  remarkable  testament  c 
(Continued  on  page  186) 
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STANDARD  PROCESSING  EXPERIMENTS  ON  COMMERCIAL 

AND  UNRELEASED  CANES  DURING  THE 

1961  LOUISIANA  HARVEST 

by  E.  E.  Coll,  W.  F.  Guilbeau,  C.  A.  Fort  and  J.  T.  Jackson,  Southern 
Regional  Research  Laboratory,1  New  Orleans,  Louisiana 

■  Cane  for  processing  tests  was 
■own  at  St.  Gabriel  plantation  and 
Irvested  by  hand.  About  six  tons 
I  each  cane  was  divided  into  two 
[indies  and  hauled  to  the  Audubon 
[igar  Factory,  Louisiana  State  Uni- 
Irsity,  for  processing  in  the  U.S.D.A. 
[lot  plant  (1).  One  bundle  was  pro- 
Issed  the  following  day,  and  the  sec- 
fid  24  hours  later. 

|  Tests  were  as  follows :  C.  P.  44-101 
pntrol),  four  stubble  and  four 
ant;  C.  P.  55-30  (unreleased),  two 
ubble  and  six  plant;  N.  Co.  310,  two 
ubble ;  and  C.  P.  52-68,  two  stubble. 
.  P.  55-30  is  a  new  cane  in  the  pro- 
ving program. 

C.  P.  36-13  was  included  in  the  pro- 
ram  for  the  second  year  on  the  basis 

its  mosaic  resistance  (2).  Tests  of 
us  cane  were  with  samples  grown 
jmmercially,  and  harvested  mechan- 
ally,  at  New  Hope  Plantation.  Con- 
:ol  samples,  C.  P.  44-101,  were  har- 
ested  at  the  same  time  and  approxi- 
mate location  for  direct  comparisons, 
wo  stubble  and  two  plant  samples 
£  each  were  processed. 

Harvesting  dates,  sample  identifi- 
ation,  test  numbers,  and  the  season's 
ainfall  and  maximum  and  minimum 
aily  temperatures  and  humidities 
re  recorded  in  Fig.   1.    Processing 


results  from  all  tests  and  controls  are 
in  one  table ;  controls  are  recorded  as 
tests.    Test  numbers  with  the  suffix 

" A"  have  no  special  significance 

except  that  a  portion  of  the  juice  was 
used  in  other  processing  work.  The 
degree  of  liming  was  changed  in  1961 
to  yield  processed  juice  of  pH  6.4 
rather  than  6.6  used  in  previous 
work. 

Hand  Harvested  Samples  (St.  Gabriel 
Plantation) 

Weather  conditions  were  very  fa- 
vorable for  harvesting  most  samples. 
Trash  values  ranged  from  one  to  four 
percent  on  C.  P.  55-30,  and  four  to 
seven  percent  on  other  canes.  Soil 
in  mixed  juice  was  related  directly 
to  the  trash  on  cane,  with  N.  Co.  310, 
C.  P.  52-68,  and  C.  P.  44-101  highest 
in  that  order. 

Control,  C.  P.  kU-101 — Processing 
quality  of  all  samples  was  excellent, 
with  a  slight  improvement  in  plant 
over  stubble  samples  in  mud  volume, 
juice  purity  and  filterability.  Sea- 
sonal variations  in  processing  quali- 
ty of  C.  P.  44-101  for  1960  and  61 
are  illustrated  in  the  following  table, 
with  1961  as  the  best  processing  year 
since  1954: 

Relationships  for  this  season  be- 
tween the  P2O5  content  of  mixed  juice 


Percent  of  C.  P.  44-101 

c.  p.  36-13 

Soil  in  ' 
Juice 

P20s  in 
.luice 

Lime 

Mud 

Clarity 

Filter- 
ability 

Purity 

1961 ; 

Stubble 

171 

49 

62 

r     75 

39 

28 

95 

Plant 

55 

77 

84 

81 

•         74 

60 

'      98 

Average 

113         < 

'         63 

73 

78 

56 

44 

96 

J260:(3) 

Plant 

•  49? 

87 

98 

116 

64 

62 

.       94 
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and  mud  volume,  juice  clarity,  and 
clarification  efficiency  are  illustrat- 
ed in  Fig.  2.  Clarification  efficiency 
is  the  ratio  of  clarity  of  the  unf  iltered 
to  that  of  filtered  processed  juice  ex- 
pressed as  a  percentage.  The  values 
for  plant  cane  are  recorded  adjacent 
to  clarity  points  in  the  illustration. 
Efficiency  values  are  independent  of 
color  intensity. 

The  P205  content  of  juice  is  prob- 
ably the  most  important  factor  in 
processing  juice  from  clean,  mature 
cane.  To  a  large  extent  it  influences 
lime  requirement,  mud  volume,  juice 


clarity,  filterability  and  clarification! 
efficiency,  but  has  little  or  no  effect! 
on  juice  color  and  other  varietal  char-1 
acteristics.  In  Fig.  2  all  C.  P.  44-101 
samples  were  to  the  right  of  the  30GJ 
mg  per  liter  P2Or,  value  determined! 
by  the  industry  (4)  to  be  the  mini-] 
mum  requirement  for  good  clarifica-I 
tion.  As  the  P205  increased  appreci-j 
ably  above  this  value,  the  lime  re-I 
quirement  and  mud  volume  increased,! 
with  corresponding  decreases  in  clari-j 
ty,  clarification  efficiency,  and  filter-I 
ability.  The  lime  requirement  rose 
at  an  increasing  rate  for  each  P20£ 


■ATA  FROM  ALL  CARE  VARIETY  TESTS, 

1961  SUBARCARE  PROCESS  IRS  EXPERMERTS 

TMt 

Re. 
year: 

Cutting 

to 

Hilling. 

Dave 

1 
2 

2 

Urn. 

Addad, 
lba./T.Cana 

1.20 
1.42 
1.16 
1.24 

'205   1" 

Mlxad  Juice, 
lba./T.Cana 

0.98 
1.11 
0.88 
0.91 

Clarlflod  Juice 

Mud 

lbo.Aon  Can* 

Total 

Total 

Inaolublo 

Sol Ida 

Soil* 

Bum 
variety 

P" 

Clarity*/ 

Filter-    . 
ability*/ 

Purity 

Stubblo  Cane,  lit 

6.49 
6.39 
6.40 
6.40 

53 

51 
57 
92 

71 
66 
70 
59 

71.9 
72.7 
74.6 
72.4 

136 
136 
125 
121 

10.4 
9.9 
9.8 
9.2 

3.1 
2.5 
3.8 
3.0 

C.P.  44-101 

1 
2 
5 
6 

Average 

1.5 

1.26 

0.97 

6.41 

93 

66 

72.9 

130 

9.7 

3.1 

C.P.  55-30 

3-4 

4 

1 
2 

1.09 
0.66 

0.60 
0.96 

6.42 
6.44 

39 
38 

41 
34 

70.5 
70.7 

98 
85 

6.9 

6.0 

1.5 
1.3 

*»«r» u» 

1.9 

0.98 

0.98 

6.43 

38 

38 

70.6 

92 

6.2 

1.4 

1.  Co.  310 

7 
9 

1 

1.16 
1.15 

0.77 
1.02 

6.43 
6.39 

41 
44 

36 
28 

79.2 
83.9 

113 
127 

10.1 
14.3 

3.4 

7.2 

Average 

1 

1.16 

0.90 

6.41 

42 

32 

81.6 

120 

12.2 

5.3 

C.P.  32-66 

11-A 
12 

2 

1.16 
1.33 

0.89 
1.10 

6.43 
6.40 

46 
42 

38 

33 

77.7 
79.6 

119 

123 

12.9 
10.9 

5.S 

3.2 

Average 

1.9 

1.24 

0.98 

6.42 

44 

36 

78.6 

121 

11.7 

4.4 

C.P.  44-101*/ 

13 
15-A 

3 

9 

1.43 
2.12 

1.06 
1.10 

6.37 
6.36 

97 
29 

76 
19 

":1s/ 

191 
444 

23.0 
75.2 

15.8 
81.2 

Avaraga 

4 

1.76 

1.08 

6.36 

43 

48 

... 

318 

49.1 

48.5 

C.P.   36-13*/ 

14 
16 

4 
6 

0.65 
0.91 

0.91 
0.94 

6.42 
6.42 

19 
24 

19 
23 

76.4 
73.7 

158 
131 

40.5 
26.0 

33.2 
20.8 

Avaraga 

5 

0.68 

0.92 

6.42 

22 

21 

75.0 

144 

33.2 

27.0 

Plant  Can*: 

19-A 
20 
23-A 
24 

1 

2 

2 

0.71 
0.73 
1.60 
1.65 

0.94 
0.61 
1.12 
1.17 

6.39 
6.40 
6.40 
6.42 

98 
98 

48 
48 

81 
90 
66 

68 

75.5 
76.6 
77.1 
75.9 

108 
89 

152 
151 

7.6 
8.6 
9.1 

10.0 

2.6 
2.8 
2.3 
2.3 

C.P.  44-101 

Avaraga 

1.5 

1.17 

0.86 

6.40 

93 

76 

76.3 

125 

8.8 

2.5 

C.P.  59-30 

17-* 
16 
21-* 
22 

29 
26 

3 

4 
1 
2 
1 
2 

0.52 
0.38 
0.60 
0.43 
0.41 
0.37 

0.39 
0.32 
0.38 
0.31 
0.32 
0.26 

6.40 
6.41 
6.40 
6.42 
6.38 
6.39 

49 

51 
51 
46 
43 

40 

72 
58 
72 
55 

51 
38 

76.3 
76.1 
76.2 
78.4 
75.2 
75.2 

82 
73 
109 
99 
90 
93 

5.4 
6.8 
6.8 
6.7 
6.8 
5.0 

1.7 
2.9 

1.6 
1.7 
2.1 

1.0 

Avaraga 

2.2 

0.45 

0.33 

6.40 

46 

58 

76.2 

90 

6.2 

1.8 

C.P.  44-lOlV 

27 
29 

3 
5 

1.18 
1.16 

0.91 
0.91 

6.34 
6.39 

56 
58 

60 
46 

82.0 
83.6 

158 

160 

21.6 
22.6 

13.9 
15.0 

Avaraga 

4 

1.17 

0.91 

6.34 

57 

S3 

82.8 

199 

22.1 

14.4 

C.P.  36-13* 

26 
30 

4 
6 

1.01 
0.94 

0.73 
0.66 

6.38 

6.41 

44 

40 

34 
30 

80.1 
82.0 

134 
123 

U.l 
16.6 

S.9 
9.6 

1/    Lux  looter  valuaa  adjuatad  ta  14*  Br  la. 


2/    Mlllllltora  through  47  m.  dlaa.   1.20  Mu  ■llllporo  flltar  olth 
at  25   Inch.,  vao.  and  31°C.   Tana. 

y    Mlnaral   Inoolublaa  In  alaed  Juloa. 

y    Hoonealoally  harvoatad  oano  free  Ran  Ropo  Plantation. 

5/    Cloudy  filtrate. 
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nit  increase. 

C.  P.  55-30— The  cane  was  later  to 
lature  than  C.  P.  44-101  when  based 
n  purity  values,  equal  on  plant  and 
.3  points  lower  on  stubble.  Stubble 
amples  processed  like  immature 
ane,  with  relatively  low  clarity  and 
ilterability,  although  the  juice  P205 
ras  in  the  best  range,  0.58  pounds 
er  ton,  for  good  clarification.  Lime 
equirement  for  the  two  stubble  sarn- 
ies was  36  percent  more  than  for 
he  two  C.  P.  44-101  plant  samples 
rith  equal  P2Or,  content. 

Mixed  juice  P-0-,  was  below  300 
\g  per  liter  on  all  six  plant  samples, 
nd  by  plotting  the  processing  results 
I  Fig.  2  along  with  C.  P.  44-101,  re- 
itionships  are  illustrated  over  a  wide 
B>n  range.  Point  scattering  in  the 
eficient  range  is  probably  the  result 
f  sample  variations.  Values  between 

5  and  0.75  pounds  per  ton  cane 
hould  give  maximum  clarities  and 
fficiencies  on  mature  clean  cane 
/ithout  excessive  mud  volumes. 

Filterability  values  were  not  plot- 
ed,  but  they  follow  the  clarity  curve 


with  proper  scale  adjustment.  The 
maximums  coincide,  with  less  point 
scattering  in  the  deficient  P205  range, 
but  the  filterability  decreases  rapidly 
in  the  0.7  to  0.9  P205  range  and  levels 
off  at  approximately  66  ml.  (10 
min.). 

Juice  from  C.  P.  55-30  is  highly 
colored  and  is  quite  similar  to  N.  Co. 
310  juice. 

N.  Co.  310 — Results  confirmed  in- 
dustry reports  that  the  cane  matured 
very  early  in  the  stubble  crop.  Aver- 
age purity  was  8.7  points  above  the 
control.  Mud  volume,  lime  require- 
ment, and  P2Or,  values  were  all  92 
percent  of  control,  with  clarities  and 
filterabilities  of  79  and  48  percent 
respectively. 

C.  P.  52-68  —  Stubble  tests  were 
nearly  identical  to  N.  Co.  310  except 
for  lower  purities,  by  3.0  points,  and 
slightly  higher  lime  requirements, 
P2Or„  clarities,  and  filterabilities. 
Cylinder  settling  test  curves  practic- 
ally coincided  with  N.  Co.  310  curves. 

Delayed  Milling — Two  day  samples 
of  C.  P.  44-101,  C.  P.  52-68  and  C.  P. 
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FIGURE  i:  WEATHER  CONDITIONS   AND  HARVESTING  DATES   DURING  1961  SEASON 
(ST.  GABRIL  PLANTATION   WEATHER  DATAJ 
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in  one  season,  and  should  not  be  con- 
sidered representative  of  other  canes 
55-30  were  generally  inferior  to  one 
day  samples  in  processing  quality. 
Lime  requirement,  clarity,  and  filter- 
ability  were  down  20,  7,  and  23  per- 
cent respectively  on  three  compari- 
sons with  C.  P.  55-30  that  averaged 
13  percent  lower  P>05  than  one  day 
samples.  C.  P.  44-101  and  C.  P.  52- 
68  were  up  12  percent  in  P205  and 
down  four,  and  three  percent  on  clar- 
ity and  filterability.  Purities  and 
mud  volumes  were  within  the  range 
of  normal  sample  variation.  Samples 
with  excess  P205  increased,  and  de- 
ficient samples  decreased,  in  P205  on 
standing,  but  the  tests  were  limited 
to  eight  comparisons  on  three  canes 
and  other  seasons. 


Machine   Harvested   Samples    (New\ 
Hope  Plantation)  : 

All  samples  were  harvested  during! 
very  wet  periods  of  difficult  harvest 
and  transport  operations.  Two  stub-l 
ble  and  two  plant  samples  each  o 
C.  P.  36-13  and  C.  P.  44-101  wen 
processed  three  to  six  days  aftel 
harvest  since  all  stubble  was  harvest- 
ed on  one  date  and  all  plant  on  an 
other.  Test  15-A  results  on  C.  P.  44 
101  stubble  were  omitted  in  the  com 
parisons  because  of  excessive  soil  ir 
mixed  juice. 

C.  P.  36-13  was  inferior  to  C. 
44-101  in  processing,  especially 
stubble  samples  with  very  high  soi 
and  low  P205  values  for  C.  P.  36-13 
Values  are  listed  in  the  following 
table  as  percentages  of  controls,  in 


ir 


Pounds  per 

ton  cane 

Processed  juice 

Year 

P20c  in  ' 
juice  '   Lime 

1   Mud 

'  Filter- 
Clarity  '   ability 

1 

•  Purity 

1960(3) 
1961 

1 

0.90   ■   1.95 
t 

0.92   •   1.22 

•  151* 

•  126 

>          1 

1     34     »    22 
1           1 

53      •     71 

t 

1   73.9 

1 

•   7^.6 

eluding  the  average  of  two  compari- 
sons on  plant  in  1960: 

Mud  volume  is  directly  related  to 
soil  and  P205  in  juice,  and  is  the 
only  processing  value  in  which  tests 
were  better  than  controls  in  1961. 
The  high  mud  ratio  for  C.  P.  36-13 
was  unrealistic  in  1960  since  control 
samples  were  like  hand  cleaned  cane 
in  soil  content.  Processed  juice  quali- 
ty was  inferior  to  controls  in  both 
seasons. 

Curves  in  Fig.  2  are  based  on  data 
from  clean  cane.  Processing  work  on 
machine  harvested  cane  with  vary- 
ing quantities  of  soil  in  mixed  juice 
indicate  the  need  for  higher  P2Or,  con- 
centrations for  good  clarification  as 
the  amount  of  soil  in  juice  increases. 
A  large  number  of  tests  in  one  season 
on  two  or  three  selected  canes  are 
necessary  to  confirm  P205  -  soil  rela- 
tionships. Selection  of  early  matur- 
ing commercial  canes  is  important  to 
get  a  maximum  number  of  represen- 
tative tests  during  the  short  season. 


Summary : 

C.  P.  55-30  should  create  no  specia 
processing  problems  if  released  fo 
commercial  production.  Processe 
juice  is  in  the  same  order  of  coloi 
clarity,  and  filterability  as  N.  Co.  31 
and  C.  P.  52-68,  but  definitely  inferi 
or  to  C.  P.  44-101  controls.  C.  P.  5£ 
30  mixed  juice  is  low  in  P205,  espec 
ally  in  the  more  mature  plant  tests 
Mud  volume  was  very  low  on  C.  I 
55-30,  with  N.  Co.  310  and  C.  P.  52-6 
muds  slightly  below  the  quantity  0 
C.  P.  44-101  controls.  N.  Co.  310  wa 
early  to  mature,  with  C.  P.  52-6 
C.  P.  44-101,  and  C.  P.  55-30  follov 
ing  in  that  order. 

Mechanically  harvested  C.  P.  36-1 
plant  cane  processed  like  hand  ha: 
vested  N.  Co.  310  stubble,  with  near] 
identical  values  of  clarity,  filterabil 
ty  and  mud  volume.  Stubble  sample 
were  definitely  of  inferior  proces; 
ing  quality,  and  cannot  be  expecte 
to  perform  well  in  the  factory.  M< 
chanically  harvested  C.  P.  44-101  pr< 
cessed  juice  was  better  in  clarity  tha 
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CLAR1TY,  CLARIFIED  JUICE 
MUD,  LBS.  PER  TON  CANE 
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FIGURE  Z.  PROCESSING   RELATIONSHIP  BETWEEN  FfeOs  IN  MIXED  JUICE  AND 
MUD   VOLUME,  JUICE  CLARITY,  AND  CLARIFICATION  EFFICIENCY. 
EFFICIENCY  VALUES  ARE  NUMBERS  ADJACENT  TO  CORRESPONDING 
CLARITY    POINTS. 


nice  from  hand  harvested  samples. 
Work  is  needed  to  determine  the 
ffect  of  PoO-,  concentration  in  mixed 
lice  on  processing  efficiency  during 
hanges  in  soil  content  from  one  to 

0  pounds  per  ton  cane.  Work  is 
Iso  recommended  to  determine  the 
rocessing  quality  of  juices  from  high 
nd  low  P205  canes  mixed  together 
i  varying  proportions.  C.  P.  44-101 
nd  C.  P.  48-103  are  good  commercial 
anes  for  the  latter  work  since  they 
oth  produce  juices  low  in  color,  and 

1  P.  44-101  constitutes  nearly  50 
ercent  of  the  Louisiana  crop.  Soil 
ontent  of  juice  mixtures  must  be 
laintained  within  narrow  limits  for 
11  tests. 

icknowledgments  : 

We  are  indebted  to  members  of 
few  Hope  Plantation,  Southdown 
•ugars,  Inc.,  and  Saint  Gabriel  Plan- 
ation  for  growing  and  harvesting 
11  cane  samples.    Mr.  Lloyd  L.  Lau- 


den,  Agronomist  and  Field  Represen- 
tative, supervised  the  growing  and 
harvesting  operations  at  the  request 
of  the  Industrial  Committee,  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Cane  League.  Mr.  Carl  W. 
Stewart,  Audubon  Sugar  Factory, 
Louisiana  State  University,  super- 
vised all  cane  transport  and  milling 
tests  to  furnish  mixed  juice  samples 
for  processing  tests. 

References 

(1)  Guilbeau,    W.    F.,   and    Martin,    L.    F. 

Sugar  J.   16(1):   12,   14-15    (1953). 

(2)  L.    S.   U.   Agr.   Expt.    Sta.    and   U.    S. 

Dept.  Agr.  Sugarcane  Field  Sta., 
Sugar  Bull.  38(23)  :  309-310  (Sept. 
1,  1960). 

(3)  Guilbeau,    W.    F.,    Coll,    E.    E.,    Fort, 

C.  A.,  and  Jackson,  J.  T.,  Sugar 
Bull.  39(16):  186-191  (May  15, 
1961). 

(4)  Honig,  P.,  Principles  of  Sugar  Tech- 

nology. Amsterdam,  Elsevier,  1953, 
Vol.  1,  p.  529. 

1  One  of  the  laboratories  of  the  Southern 
Utilization  Research  and  Development  Di- 
vision, Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.  S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 


une  1,  1962 


185 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  179) 

An  examination  of  the  program 
will  show  that  every  subject  to  be  dis- 
cussed plays  an  important  role  in  the 
growing  of  a  cane  crop.  The  old  con- 
troversial subject  of  shaving  or  not 
shaving  will  certainly  come  up  for 
quite  a  discussion  this  year.  Growers 
should  come  to  the  meeting  not  only 
to  hear  about  the  research  being  con- 
ducted on  cane,  but  also  to  ask  the 
speakers  questions  on  any  phase  of 
the  crop. 

In  addition  to  the  other  interesting 
subjects  on  the  program,  growers 
will  hear  a  complete  report  on  the 
timely  subject  of  mosaic  and  what  is 
being  done  about  this  profit  taking 
disease.  On  this  subject,  growers  will 
be  told  of  the  attempts  to  develop 
high  yielding  mosaic  resistant  vari- 
eties and  about  the  expanded  cane 
breeding  program.  Growers  will  get 
first  hand  information  concerning 
the  large  number  of  new  variety  se- 
lections made  last  year  to  be  tested 
for  the  future. 

In  the  opinion  of  the  writer,  the 
variety  outlook  for  the  future  is 
bright.  Many  more  seedlings  are  be- 
ing produced  each  year.  Many  more 
variety  selections  are  being  made 
than  ever  before.  Last  year  in  a  group 
of  7,000  varieties  being  observed  at 
Georgia  Division  of  South  Coast  Cor- 
poration, 168  selections  showed  as 
good  or  better  sucrose  content  than 
C.  P.  48-103.  This  is  progress.  It  is 
hoped  that  yield  tests  on  these  selec- 
tions will  show  promise.  They  looked 
vigorous  as  selections. 

Just  for  the  record,  the  Municipal 
Auditorium  is  air  conditioned  for 
summer  comfort.  Don't  be  afraid  of 
the  heat. 

Come  to  this  meeting.  Hear  the 
men  working  for  you. 

IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  180) 
statesmanship  on  the  part  of  this  in- 
dustry that  the  industry  is  united  and 
has  worked  out  its  problems.    I  know 
there  are  differences  among  you,  but 


the  matters  that  you  agree  upon  ha) 
minimized  the  differences  for  tl 
purposes  of  making  a  united  front  1 
the  Congress  and  to  the  Administra- 
tion. This  is  a  remarkable  expressic 
of  statesmanship.  And  I  think 
gives  some  hope  to  members  of  Co] 
gress  that  there  will  come  a  tin 
when  other  segments  of  our  agricu 
ture  will  come  to  us  united.  Othe 
wise  we  will  continue  to  have  serioi 
problems  affecting  some  commod 
ties.  I  wanted  to  extend  to  you  ir 
own  personal  thanks  for  this  exce 
lent  presentation." 

"Mr.  Kemp.  I  would  like  to  mal 
this  comment,  sir.  This  industry,  tl 
sugar  industry,  and  for  that  matti 
I  think  all  of  agriculture,  has  bee 
helped  over  the  long  years  that  I  ha^ 
known  anything  about  this  by  a  ma; 
nif icent  delegation  from  Louisian 
And,  Mr.  McSween,  in  taking  care 
the  interests  of  the  sugar  produce: 
of  your  district,  you  have  added  lu 
ter  to  that  relationship." 

"Mr.  McSween.  You  are  very  kii 
to  say  that.  There  is  one  other  thir 
I  should  like  to  say,  and  I  think 
would  be  fair  to  say,  that  if  this  i: 
dustry  were  not  united  you  would  n 
have  received  administrative  appro 
al  of  approximately  60  per  cent  (• 
the  U.  S.  market)  for  domestic  pr 
ducers." 

Editor's  Note:  We  have  been  a 
vised  by  Mr.  Ferris,  since  the  abo^ 
report  was  written,  that  the  Hou 
Agriculture  Committee  has  voti 
unanimously  to  eliminate  the  Admi 
istration  sponsored  global  quot; 
with  premium  recapture  from  t] 
new  bill.  The  Administration  spo 
sored  375,000  ton  white  sugar  pr 
vision  for  foreign  countries  has  al 
been  eliminated.  The  latter  is  in  li: 
with  the  recommendation  of  the  d 
mestic  sugar  industry.  In  fact,  1 
Ferris  says  that  Chairman  Cool 
believes  his  Committee  will  repc 
out,  without  change,  the  domestic  i 
dustry  sponsored  provisions  of  t 
Administration's  bill.  Final  vote 
Committee  on  the  bill  is  schedul 
for  June  4th  or  5th. 
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SUGAR  CANE  BORERS: 

Now— get  positive  control 
of  sugar  cane  borers  with  endrin 


!IE  are  three  reasons  why  sugar  cane  borers 
will  not  be  your  problem  when  you  use 


« 


effective—  Endrin  has  proved  to  be 
effective  against  sugar  cane  borers. 

Hliical— Endrin  controls  borers  at  low  dos- 
tes. 

lasting— Endrin  applications  last  for  days. 
*ake  fewer  applications— still  get  sure  con- 
sugar  cane  borers. 

Irin  is  available  from  your  regular  insec- 
supplier  under  various  well-known  brand 
.  Look  for  the  name  endrin  on  the  label 
redient  statement. 


Shell  Chemical  Company,  Agricultural  Chemi- 
cals Division,  119  S.  Claiborne  Avenue,  New 
Orleans  12,  Louisiana. 


SHELL: 


endrin 


A  PRODUCT  OF  SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 


une  1,  1962 
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JACOBS  ELECTED  PRESIDENT 

At  the  Twenty-first  Annual  Meet- 
ing, May  13-15,  of  S.I.T.,  the  Inter- 
national Sugar  Society,  with  head- 
quarters in  New  York  City,  Mr.  Har- 
old J.  Jacobs,  Division  Manager  of 
the  Georgia  Division  of  The  South 
Coast  Corporation,  was  elected  Pres- 
ident by  the  Board  of  Directors.  The 
Board  of  Directors  is  composed  of  35 
Directors,  18  of  which  are  represen- 
tatives of  United  States  Sugar  Re- 


fining Companies,  and  the  others 
from  foreign  refining  organizations. 
Mr.  Jacobs  has  been  with  The 
South  Coast  Corporation  since  1933, 
and  resides  at  Mathews,  Louisiana 
with  his  wife  Mrs.  Bernadette  A.  Ja- 
cobs. He  is  a  graduate  of  Louisianaj 
State  University,  and  has  been  en- 
gaged in  the  Sugar  Industry  since 
leaving  school.  Among  his  many  ac- 
complishments for  improving  the  re-j 
fining  process  is  the  development  oil 
a  clarifier  that  bears  his  name. 
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UP  FRONT  WITH  THE  LEAGUE 

by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Contact  Meeting 

Notice  to  all  cane  farmers,  sugar- 
cane processors  and  their  friends! 

Don't  forget  the  meeting  of  the 
Contact  Committee  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  which  will  be  held 
in  the  air  conditioned  Municipal  Au- 
ditorium in  Houma  on  Thursday, 
June  21st. 

The  Contact  Committee  has  a  big 
open  meeting  twice  a  year,  one  at 
L.S.U.  in  March  and  the  other  at  the 
U.S.D.A.  Houma  Station  in  June.  The 
scientists  of  the  two  stations,  and  the 
industry,  use  these  meetings  to  bring 
us  up-to-date  on  their  experiments 
and  investigations.  Both  meetings 
are  high  caliber  events  and  both  are 
well  attended.  The  one  on  June  21st 
starts  at  9  o'clock  in  the  morning. 
Plan  to  be  there — you  will  enjoy  it. 

Sugar  Legislation 

Today  we  are  writing  for  the  June 
15th  issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin. 
Our  guess  is  that  most  of  our  5,600 
readers  will  probably  be  reading  this 
report  on  June  18th  and  from  then 
until  the  Sugar  Act  expires  on  June 
30th,  there  are  twelve  days  remain- 
ing. 

With  the  Sugar  Act,  it  seems  to 
be  a  way  of  life — just  barely  getting 
in  under  the  wire — but,  personally, 
we  would  much  prefer  a  less  hectic 
finish.  Here  is  what  Gilbert  Durbin, 
General  Manager  of  the  League,  had 
to  say  on  June  11th  about  the  new 
sugar  bill. 

"Arguments  over  sugar  marketing 
quotas  to  be  assigned  foreign  coun- 
tries have  delayed  passage  of  a  new 
Sugar  Act.  The  current  Act  expires 
June  30.  No  disagreements  have 
arisen  yet  over  the  increases  in  quota 
proposed  for  domestic  sugar  produc- 
ing areas ;  but  domestic  areas  are  dis- 
turbed by  the  delay  because  they  are 
anxious  to  know  definitely  what  their 
new  quotas  will  be. 

"Louisiana,  especially,  wants  Con- 
gress to  enact  a  new  sugar  law  at  an 


early  date.  Some  Louisiana  cane 
growers  will  begin  planting  cane  in 
August  for  the  next  year's  crop. 
Others  will  begin  in  September.  They 
need  to  know  what  their  individual 
acreage  allotments  will  be  before 
planting  time.  The  size  of  the  allot- 
ments will  depend  on  the  marketing 
quota  which  Congress  grants  the 
mainland  cane  area,  comprised  of 
Louisiana  and  Florida. 

"The  U.  S.  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture is  preparing  to  move  fast  in  issu- 
ing acreage  allotments  to  sugar  cane 
farms  just  as  soon  as  Congress  takes 
final  action  on  the  new  Sugar  Act. 

"If  the  House  and  Senate  have  not 
agreed  upon  a  new  Sugar  Act  by  June 
30,  they  will  probably  join  in  a  Con- 
current Resolution  to  extend  the  pres- 
ent Act  for  a  short  period,  pending 
final  agreement  on  the  new  legisla- 
tion. The  American  Sugar  Cane 
League  has  requested  that,  if  such 
an  extension  becomes  necessary,  it  be 
no  longer  than  10  days." 

Nutria  Still  An  Outlaw 

The  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
is  happy  to  report  that  it  is  still  with- 
in the  law  to  kill  on  sight,  or  other- 
wise, that  ugliest  of  rodents,  the  nu- 
tria. The  Honorable  H.  V.  Fondren, 
Sr.,  member  of  the  House  from  St. 
Mary  Parish,  along  with  many  other 
friends  of  the  Louisiana  Sugar  Indus- 
try in  the  State  Legislature,  has  suc- 
cessfully defeated  H-846  which  would 
have  taken  the  nutria  off  the  outlaw 
list  in  seventeen  south  Louisiana  Par- 
ishes. Clay  Terry,  a  member  of  the 
League's  Executive  Committee,  rep- 
resented the  League  at  the  hearings 
on  the  bill  which  managed  to  get  out 
of  committee  but  was  defeated  on  the 
floor. 

On  June  6th  the  League  wrote  Mr. 
Fondren  the  following  letter: 

This  is  to  express  the  thanks  of 

the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 

for  the  very  fine   leadership   you 
(Continued  on  page  201) 
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IN  THE  FIELD       I 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Johnson  grass  has  really  reared  its 
ugly  head  this  year.  It  got  a  head 
start  during  the  cool  spring  and  kept 
its  lead  during  the  drought  which 
followed.  Some  chemicals  were  ap- 
plied at  the  wrong  time,  but  it  also 
appears  that  the  application  of  her- 
bicides was  not  as  effective  as  in  the 
past  during  the  prolonged  slow  grow- 
ing cool  weather,  and  during  the  slow 
growing  period  of  the  drought.  For 
these  reasons,  there  is  much  more 
Johnson  grass  this  year  than  is  de- 
sired. One  very  disappointing  feature 
is  that  there  is  also  considerably 
more  grass  on  many  farms  where 
good  grass  control  had  been  the  prac- 
tice for  a  number  of  years.  It  is  very 
important  to  point  out  here  that  the 
chemicals  were  not  wasted.  In  fact, 
the  chemicals  helped  to  a  considerable 
degree.  This  is  proven  by  observing 
three  rows  which  were  accidentally 
skipped.  Johnson  grass  as  well  as  all 
other  grasses  is  much  worse  on  the 
rows  which  did  not  receive  the  her- 
bicide. This  can  be  proven,  and  is  a 
fact  beyond  any  doubt. 

The  drought  was  not  all  bad ;  it  had 
at  least  two  good  features.  Cane  ap- 
peared to  have  suckered  well  during 
this  period  and  growers  had  an  oppor- 
tunity to  get  land  in  shape  for  fallow 
plowing.  In  addition  much  land  was 
either  crowned,  land  leveled  or  other- 
wise better  drained  during  the 
drought.   ■ 

In  general  it  can  be  said  that  the 
crop  is  fairly  clean  of  other  grasses. 
The  crop  was  worked  well  and  there 
is  little  grass  other  than  Johnson  on 


Grass  And  The  Crop 

the  drill. 

All  varieties  have  suckered  well 
this  year.  C.  P.  52-68  is  generally 
outstanding  in  this  respect  both  in 
plant  and  stubble  cane.  C.  P.  44-101 
has  suckered  very  well  in  stubble  cane 
and  better  than  usual  in  plant  cane. 
If  there  is  any  weakness  in  suckering 
it  is  in  N.  Co.  310  stubble  cane  in  a 
few  areas. 

The  crop  looks  much  better  now 
than  any  one  would  have  predicted  in 
March.  After  the  freeze  damaged 
plant  cane  and  many  acres  of  freeze 
damaged  stubble  cane  on  the  light 
sandy  soils  were  destroyed,  the  field 
took  on  a  much  better  appearance. 
Without  the  big  January  freeze  this 
crop  would  have  had  the  largest  po- 
tential in  history.  Louisiana  would 
have  had  excellent  stands  in  plant, 
first,  and  second  year  stubble,  as  well 
as  in  third  year  stubble  cane. 

Even  though  the  big  freeze  in  Jan- 
uary reduced  the  over  wintering  cane 
borer  population  to  a  minimum,  and 
earlier  predictions  were  that  Louisi- 
ana would  have  little  or  no  appreci- 
able borer  damage,  Entomologists 
warned  growers  early  to  keep  a  close 
eye  on  the  pest.  Some  small  amount 
of  damage  is  being  observed  now  and 
growers  are  again  reminded  to  check 
fields  regularly.  Check  with  the 
County  Agent  on  dosage  rates  of  En- 
drin  as  well  as  the  interval  betweef 
applications.  Entomologists  are  plan- 
ning some  changes  on  the  rate  anc 
the  interval  between  applications  of 
Endrin  which  have  not  been  officially 
announced  at  this  time. 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


No  "Extension"  Necessary 

Members  of  the  House  Agriculture 
Committee  predict  a  report  on  the 
Sugar  Bill  not  later  than  Friday,  June 
15,  the  day  the  Bulletin  goes  to  press. 

Early  in  its  deliberations  the  Com- 
mittee tentatively  approved  the  do- 
nestic  provisions  of  the  bill,  but  the 
juestion  of  how  to  reallocate  the  3.2 
Trillion  ton  Cuban  quota  contained  in 
she  present  law  has  slowed  down  ma- 
;erially  Committee  action.  The  Ad- 
ninistration  first  requested  the  Com- 
mittee to  forego  allocating  any  quo- 
;as  to  foreign  countries  and  to  include 
n  their  global  or  world  quota  a  major 
part  of  the  former  Cuban  quota,  but 
Committee  Chairman  Harold  Cooley 
adamantly  opposed  the  Administra- 
tion's plan.  Now  the  Administration 
reportedly  is  reconciled,  at  least  as 
Far  as  the  House  is  concerned,  to  a 
continuation  of  the  country  by  coun- 
try quota  allocations  but  is  insisting 
3n  at  least  a  2  million  ton  quota  for 
Ouba  to  be  used  when  the  United 
States  resumes  diplomatic  relations 
with  that  country.  Until  Cuba  is 
igain  in  our  good  graces  the  Admin- 
istration wants  authority  to  fill  the 
luota  earmarked  for  Cuba  on  a  first- 
come  first-served  basis  at  the  world 
price. 

Government  witnesses  made  a  very 
poor  case  for  the  Administration's 
jsugar  program  and  failed  completely 
[to  sell  even  a  single  member  of  the 
Committee.  In  a  final  effort  to  sal- 
vage some  portion  of  his  govern- 
ment's program  Secretary  of  State 
Dean  Rusk  made  a  belated  appear- 
ance at  a  closed  door  session  of  the 


Committee.  It  is  reliably  understood 
that  at  the  outset  of  the  meeting 
Chairman  Cooley  informed  Secretary 
Rusk  that  Committee  members  had 
their  minds  made  up  against  the  glo- 
bal quota  proposal.  Cooley  also  sug- 
gested that  Rusk  waste  no  time  in 
discussing  that  phase  of  the  proposed 
sugar  legislation.  Accordingly  the 
Secretary  of  State  devoted  most  of 
his  remarks  to  a  review  of  the  politi- 
cal situations  in  the  various  Latin 
American  countries  affected  by  the 
bill.  This  switch  by  Secretary  Rusk 
strengthened  the  belief  of  Commit- 
teemen that  the  Administration  had 
given  up  all  hope  for  its  global  quota 
plan  in  the  House. 

Complicating  the  Committee's  con- 
sideration of  sugar  legislation  is  the 
Omnibus  Farm  Bill  which  was  sched- 
uled to  come  up  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  June  13  with  a  final  vote  on 
the  15th. 

As  time  speeds  on  to  the  expiration 
of  the  current  Sugar  Act  June  30 
there  is  considerable  talk  of  an  ex- 
tension of  the  Act  for  periods  of 
from  six  months  down  to  ten  days. 
However,  legislators  have  not  given 
up  hope  of  completing  action  on  the 
new  law  by  the  June  30  deadline. 
Both  Representative  Cooley  and  Sen- 
ator Ellender  feel  that  an  extension 
will  not  be  necessary. 

Good  Reading 

Louisiana's  Harold  McSween  made 
a  splendid  speech  on  the  provisions 
of  the  Farm  Bill.  It  is  highly  recom- 
mended reading  and  appears  on  page 
8892  of  The  Congressional  Record  for 
Monday,  June  4. 
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SUGARCANE  BREEDING  AT  CANAL  POINT, 

FLORIDA,  1961-62  CROSSING  SEASON 

By  P.  H.  Dunckelman  ■ 


Despite  a  severe  drought  and  poor 
flowering  of  sugarcane  in  breeding 
plots  on  both  sand  and  muck,  a  rec- 
ord-breaking number  of  sugarcane 
crosses  was  made  at  Canal  Point  dur- 
ing the  1961-62  crossing  season. 

Except  for  the  drought,  weather 
conditions  were  unusually  good  from 
early  September  until  the  end  of  the 
crossing  season.  Calm  days  with 
bright  sunshine  allowed  the  field 
work  of  the  breeding  program  to  pro- 
ceed without  the  interruptions  usu- 
ally experienced  at  Canal  Point  from 
high  rainfall  and  strong  winds  dur- 
ing September  and  October. 

In  addition  to  the  large  number  of 
crosses  made  for  the  sugar  industry 
of  Louisiana,  many  requested  crosses 
were  made  for  adaptability  to  condi- 
tions in  Florida  (1)  where  a  rapid 
expansion  of  the  sugar  industry  is 
under  way,  with  millions  of  dollars 
being  invested  in  new  sugar  mills, 
equipment,  employment,  and  land 
reclamation.  A  substantial  number  of 
crosses  was  made  also  for  the  main- 
land sirup-production  areas  with  par- 
ent canes  recommended  by  USDA  ag- 
ronomists in  charge  of  selecting  and 
testing  sirup  canes  at  Meridian,  Mis- 
sissippi, and  Cairo,  Georgia. 

Crossing  and  Seed  Production 

From  November  15,  1961,  to  Janu- 
ary 10,  1962,  560  bi-parental  crosses 
were  made  in  the  cubicles  of  the 
crossing  house.  This  is  the  largest 
number  of  commercially  -  adaptable 
crosses  ever  made  in  a  single  season 
at  Canal  Point.  As  many  as  65  cross- 
es were  made  in  one  day. 

Under  the  system  of  controlled 
crossing  now  in  use  at  Canal  Point, 
practically  all  the  crosses  were  suc- 
cessfully completed.  A  few  male-ster- 
ile (female)  tassels  were  accident- 
ally broken  in  handling,  a  few  were 
lost  because  of  fungus  or  insect  dam- 


age, and  several  tassels  sensitive  to 
weak  acid  solution  dried  up  prema- 
turely. Most  of  the  female  tassels  in 
crosses  were  harvested,  and  very 
good  seed  set  occurred. 

The  first  crosses  of  the  season  were 
harvested  December  17,  1961,  and 
the  last  February  15,  1962.  After 
harvest,  the  fuzz  was  dried  for  3  days 
in  an  electric  drier.  Seed  samples 
from  each  cross  were  planted  in  flats 
of  sterilized  muck  in  the  greenhouse. 
Germination  counts  indicated  that 
1,579,481  viable  seed  were  produced 
by  the  560  crosses  made  during  the 
1961-62  breeding  season.  The  seed 
was  divided  among  the  cooperating 
agencies  for  testing  in  Florida,  Lou 
isiana,  Mississippi,  and  Georgia. 

Large  numbers  of  viable  seed  were 
produced  by  crosses  designed  to  give 
seedling  progenies  with  high  levels 
of  vigor  and  sucrose  combined  with 
disease  resistance.  Nearly  500,00( 
viable  seed  were  produced  by  crosses 
in  which  one  or  both  parents  had  a 
sucrose  content  ranging  from  110%- 
145%  of  standard  commercial  vari- 
eties. More  than  1,000,000  seed  were 
produced  by  crosses  involving  parent 
sugarcanes  known  to  transmit  resis- 
tance to  mosaic,  red  rot,  root  rot,  cold 
injury,  and  insect  damage. 

Particular  points  of  interest  were 
the  success  of  crosses  made  with  cut 
flowering  stalks  of  female  tassels  in 
weak  acid  solution  (by  the  method 
developed  in  Hawaii)  and  the  signifi 
cant  increase  (50.41%)  in  recovery 
of  viable  seed  as  a  result  of  placing 
large  paper  bags  over  crosses  to  al- 
low more  time  for  more  seed  to  ma- 
ture (2).  When  bags  are  placed  over 
crosses,  the  crosses  can  be  kept  going 
an  average  of  9  days  longer.  The 
ripening  seed  at  the  tops  of  the  tas 
sels  fall  into  the  bags  instead  of  on 
the  greenhouse  floor  as  the  seed  in 
(Continued  on  page  200) 
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DATA  ON  CURRENT  BREEDING  WORK 

Cans  of  elite  sugarcane  varieties  for  breeding 1*53 

Stalks  of  sugarcane  airlayered  in  breeding  plots 3,200 

Days  in  the  breeding  season  (crossing  and  harvesting) 93 

Crosses  with  live-rooted*  flowering  stalks 1*95 

Crosses  with  cut  flowering  stalks  in  weak  acid  solution 60 

Crosses,  miscellaneous 5 

Total  number  of  crosses 3>60 

Crosses  germination-tested 560 

Viable  seed  from  crosses  with  live-rooted  flowering  stalks, 

including  viable  seed  in  germination  tests 1,1*60,169 

Viable  seed  from  crosses  with  cut  flowering  stalks  in  weak 

acid  solution,  including  viable  seed  in  germination  tests.  99,312 

Viable  seed  from  miscellaneous  crosses 20,000 

Total  number  of  viable  seed  from  560  crosses 1,579,1*81 

Average  number  of  seed  per  female  tassel  from  crosses  with 

live-rooted  flowering  stalks,  1,522  tassels 926 

Average  number  of  seed  per  tassel  from  crosses  with  cut 

flowering  stalks  in  weak  acid  solution,  212  tassels 1*52 

Grams  of  fuzz  from  500  crosses  with  live-rooted  flowering  stalks  13,681* 
Grams  of  fuzz  from  60  crosses  with  cut  flowering  stalks  in  weak 

acid  solution 1,609 

Grams  of  fuzz  planted  in  germination  tests 560 

Total  number  of  grams  of  fuzz,  560  crosses 15 , 853 

Average  number  of  viable  seed  per  gram  of  fuzz  from  crosses 

with  live-rooted  flowering  stalks 103 

Average  number  of  viable  seed  per  gram  of  fuzz  from  crosses 

with  cut  flowering  stalks  in  acid  solution 59 

Viable  seed  produced  by  100  unbagged  crosses  involving  238 

female  tassels 163,528 

Viable  seed  produced  by  100  bagged  crosses  involving  237 

female  tassels 21*5,973 

Increase  in  viable  seed  produced  as  a  result  of  bagging 

crosses 82,1*1*5 

Percent  increase  in  seed  recovery  as  a  result  of  bagging 

crosses 50 .1*1 

Crosses  made  specifically  for  Louisiana 363 

Crosses  made  specifically  for  Florida 137 

Crosses  made  specifically  for  sirup  areas 35 

Crosses  divided  between  Louisiana  and  Florida 16 

Crosses  divided  between  Louisiana  and  sirup  areas 1* 

Crosses  divided  between  Florida  and  sirup  areas 5 

Total  number  of  crosses  distributed,  all  areas 5o0 

Viable  seed  from  crosses  for  Louisiana 1,056,235 

Viable  seed  from  crosses  for  Florida 21*6, 230 

Viable  seed  from  crosses  for  sirup  areas 79,1*20 

Viable  seed  divided  between  Louisiana  and  Florida 92,929 

Viable  seed  divided  between  Louisiana  and  sirup  areas 20,1*70 

Viable  seed  divided  between  Florida  and  sirup  areas 10,971* 

Viable  seed,  miscellaneous  and  germination  tests  (Florida) 73,223 

Total  number  of  viable  seed  distributed,  all  areas 1,579,1*81 

Viable  seed  produced  for  Louisiana 1,112,935 

Viable  seed  produced  for  Florida 371,1*01* 

Viable  seed  produced  for  sirup  areas 95,11*2 

Total  number  of  viable  seed  produced,  all  areas 1,579,1*81 

*-Moss  airlayers,  soil  marcots  in  stovepipes,  and  stools  of  cane  growing  in 
soil  in  galvanized  cans. 
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SUGARCANE-SEEDLING  PROGRAM  AT  THE  U.  S.  SUGAR- 
CANE FIELD  STATION,  HOUMA,  LOUISIANA  1956-1961 

By  R.  D.  Breaux,  Research  Agronomist,  Crops  Research  Division, 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 

Introduction 

The  latest  report  on  the  sugarcane- 
seedling  program  at  the  U.  S.  Sugar- 
cane Field  Station  at  Houma  was 
published  in  1955(2).  The  program 
since  that  time  has  been  expanded 
and  modified;  but  the  objective,  the 
production  of  more  disease-resistant, 
higher  yielding,  earlier  maturing  va- 
rieties of  sugarcane  for  Louisiana, 
remains  the  same. 

The  greatly  increased  production 
of  seed  at  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
Agriculture  breeding  station  at  Ca- 
nal Point,  Florida,  made  this  expan- 
sion possible.  As  explained  by  Dun- 
ckleman(3),  improvements  in  tech- 
niques and  facilities  resulted  in  the 
annual  production  of  1  to  2  million 
viable  sugarcane  seed  there  where 
formerly  from  a  few  hundred  to  a 
maximum  of  about  50,000  were  pro- 
duced each  year. 

Quantity  production  of  true  seed 
of  proven  parentage  is  essential  to 
the  success  of  a  sugarcane-breeding 
program.  However,  seed  production 
is  but  one  link  in  a  chain  of  events 
that  lead  to  the  isolation  of  superior 
varieties.  If  not  followed  by  an  equal- 


Table  1.  Number  of  seedlings  grown, 
at  Houma  from  1955  through 


ly  vigorous  selection  program  the  ad-< 
vances  made  in  seedling  production 
at  Canal  Point  could  yield  no  tangi- 
ble benefit.  The  purpose  of  this  re- 
port is  to  describe  how  the  seedling 
program  at  Houma  has  been  expand- 
ed and  modified  since  larger  numbers 
of  seedlings  have  become  available 
and  the  apparent  results  of  this  ex-j 
pansion  to  date.  The  work  is  cooper-! 
ative  with  the  Louisiana  Agricultur-j 
al  Experiment  Station  and  the  Amer- 
ican Sugar  Cane  League.  Funds  made! 
available  by  the  League  contributed! 
to  expansion  of  the  program  at  Canal 
Point  and  Houma. 

Expansion  of  the  Program 

In  the  Greenhouse  and  Seedling 
Nurseries 

The  Houma  station  now  has  3| 
greenhouses  assigned  to  the  seedling1 
program:  a  small  house  30  x  18  ft.,| 
which  is  used  for  germination  of 
seed,  and  2  larger  units,  each  100  x 
25  ft.,  for  potted  seedlings.  The  sec- 
ond of  the  large  units  was  completed 
in  time  for  handling  the  seedlingsj 
from  the  1959  breeding  season.  Thisj 
expanded    greenhouse    capacity,    to- 

selections  made,  and  C 
1961. 


P.  assignments 


Year  sped:   Set  to  Field 


C.  P. 
produced  :  Units  :   seed! .  :  lst-Line  Trial  :  2nd-Line  Trial  :  assignments 

No.  m^  - 


1955 
1956 
1957 
1958 
1959 
I960 


No.  No. 

40,552  :  40,552  : 

43,275  :  60,303  : 

73,233  :  193,296  : 

82,229  :  427,123  : 

65,952  :  177,651  : 

90,832  :  244, C28  : 
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^ether  with  a  change  in  1957  to  2*4 
inch  pressed  peat  pots,  which  occupy 
approximately  30  percent  less  space 
than  the  clay  pots  formerly  used, 
more  than  doubled  the  greenhouse 
capacity  available  to  the  seedling  pro- 
gram. Greenhouse  space  for  100,000 
pots  is  now  available.  This  makes  it 
possible,  after  elimination  for  mosa- 
ic, to  have  an  average  of  75,000  pots 
)f  seedlings  for  transplanting  to  the 
field  in  April  of  each  year.  Approx- 
imately 12  acres  of  land  is  required 
to  accommodate  this  number  and 
jince  these  nurseries  are  carried  to 
first  stubble  before  selections  are 
made,  the  original  seedling  nurseries 
occupy  24  acres  each  year.  Addition- 
il  land  was  acquired,  under  the  co- 
)perative  agreement  with  Southdown, 
Inc.,  to  accommodate  the  program. 
Mechanization  of  the  transplanting 
operation  has  progressed  to  the  point 
where  75,000  to  90,000  pots  of  seed- 
lings can  be  transplanted  to  the  field 
and  established  with  overhead  irriga- 
tion in  less  than  10  working  days 
with  no  more  personnel  than  was 
formerly  required  to  transplant  half 
this  number4 

Since  1957,  65,962  to  90,832  pots 
)r  units  of  seedlings  have  been  plant- 
3d  in  the  field  at  Houma  each  year 
(table  1),  or  an  average  of  78,224 
units  annually,  more  than  double  the 
numbers  of  previous  years. 

Although  available  funds,  facili- 
ties, and  personnel  permit  operation 
af  a  program  of  the  size  indicated, 
sven  this  expansion  would  not  come 
near  utilizing  all  the  seed  produced 
at  Canal  Point  if  the  seedlings  were 
planted  singly;  in  fact,  not  even  all 
the  more  promising  material.  Suffi- 
cient quantities  of  seed  were  stored 
to  insure  continuity  of  the  program 
in  the  event  of  years  of  low  seed  pro- 
duction. Extensive  use  of  a  modified 
bunch  method  (5,  6)  made  possible 
a  more  efficient  utilization  of  the  re- 
maining seed  supply  with  the  limited 
testing  facilities  available.  By  using 
this  modified  bunch  method  in  which 
up  to  5  seedlings  were  transplanted 
to  one  pot  and  space  planted  in  the 


field,  427,123  seedlings  were  set  to 
the  field  at  Houma  in  1958  (table  1) 
and  an  average  of  about  200,000  seed- 
lings annually  in  succeeding  years. 
In  the  Clonal  Nurseries 

Selections  from  the  original  seed- 
ling nurseries  are  planted  in  single- 
row  plots  5  ft.  long  (called  clonal 
plots)  in  first-line  trial  nurseries. 
The  great  expansion  in  numbers  of 
seedlings  produced,  together  with 
more  liberal  selection  rates  as  recom- 
mended by  Hebert  and  Henderson  (4) , 
resulted  in  larger  clonal  nurseries 
(table  1) .  From  the  1958  series  7,363 
selections  were  planted  in  first-line 
plots.  The  expanded  program  now 
necessitates  the  handling  of  6,000  to 
7,000  plots  in  first-line  trials  each 
year.  To  accommodate  them  addi- 
tional land  was  needed.  In  1961,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Contact  Committee 
of  the  American  Sugar  League  pro- 
posed that  the  Louisiana  sugarcane 
industry  assist  in  growing  these 
small-plot  nurseries.  Through  the  co- 
operation of  the  South  Coast  Cor- 
poration, several  acres  of  land  was 
made  available  at  Georgia  Plantation, 
Mathews,  La.,  where  the  first-line 
clonal  nurseries  are  being  planted 
each  year.  This  relieved  the  pressure 
for  land  and  labor  at  the  Houma  sta- 
tion which  resulted  from  the  expand- 
ed program. 

The  program  now  yields  annually 

4  to  5  times  as  many  selections  for 
advanced  stages  of  testing  as  it  did 

5  years  ago  and  the  number  of  selec- 
tions planted  in  second-line  trials 
(single  row  12  ft.  long)  has  more 
than  doubled  (table  1).  The  number 
of  C.  P.  assignments  from  which  se- 
lections are  made  for  planting  in  rep- 
licated yield  trials  by  the  agronomists 
is  also  increasing  annually. 

Germ  Plasm  Used 

No  attempt  will  be  made  here  to 
review  the  wide  diversity  or  the  en- 
tire scope  of  germ  plasm  presently 
being  utilized  in  crosses  at  Canal 
Point.  However,  it  is  worth  while  to 
note  the  improvement  which  has  been 
made  in  obtaining  and  testing  prog- 
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eny  of  the  better  commercial  inter- 
specific hybrids  and  other  proved 
breeding  canes.  Some  of  these  are 
listed  in  table  2.  As  shown,  an  aver- 
age of  188,000  seedlings  from  these 
select  parents  have  been  potted  each 
year  at  Houma  since  1958,  a  distinct 
improvement  over  the  23,923  seed- 
lings potted  during  the  3  previous 
years. 

The  large  number  of  seedlings  from 


variety  C.  P.  48-103  is  of  special  in- 
terest because  of  its  early  high  su- 
crose, and  dependable  stubbling  abil- 
ity. More  than  217,000  seedlings  of 
C.  P.  48-103  have  been  set  to  the 
field  since  1955  (table  2).  This  par- 
ent has  combined  well  with  several 
more  vigorous  hybrids  and  its  exten- 
sive use  has  undoubtedly  increased 
the  probability  of  obtaining  varieties 
with  the  characteristic  early  maturi- 
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of  C.  P.  48-103  but  with  better 
gor  and  wider  adaptability. 
Other  high-sucrose  varieties  have 
en  extensively  used.  Over  57,000 
edlings  of  C.  P.  52-1,  an  early, 
gh-sucrose  mosaic-resistant  varie- 
,  have  been  set  in  to  the  field  since 
57  (table  2).  Others  which  have 
rured  prominently  in  the  crossing 
ogram  are  C.  P.  43-64,  C.  P.  50-28, 

P.  51-21,  C.  P.  53-18,  C.  P.  56-8, 
id  C.  P.  59-22.  The  list  of  early 
gh-sucrose  varieties  used  in  breed- 
£  increases  each  year. 
Resistance  to  mosaic  is  given  high 
iority  in  the  seedling  program.  All 
edlings  are  inoculated  in  the  seed- 
[g  stage  with  several  strains  of  the 
>saic  virus,  and  those  becoming  in- 
:ted  are  discarded  before  trans- 
iting to  the  field.  Selections  are 
inoculated  in  the  second-line  trials 
d  again  in  the  C.  P.  stage. 
Mosaic  -  resistant  parent  varieties 
e  used  to  as  great  an  extent  as 
ssible.  A  special  nursery  for  deter- 
ning  mosaic  resistance  of  breeding 
nes  has  been  established  at  Water- 
rd  Plantation,  Killona,  La.,  through 
a  cooperation  of  Milliken  and  Far- 
ill  (1).  Since  few  varieties  are  re- 
itant  to  strain  H  of  the  mosaic  vi- 
s,  which  now  predominates  in  Lou- 
ana,  moderately  resistant  or  toler- 
t  varieties,  such  as  C.  P.  44-155 
19,529  seedlings),  C.  P.  48-103 
17,082  seedlings),  and  G.  P.  52-1 
7,547  seedlings)  are  used  exten- 
rely.  Others,  C.  P.  33-224,  C.  P. 
-193,  C.  P.  50-40,  and  C.  P.  53-5 
ve  been  used  primarily  because  of 
eir  resistance  to  mosaic  (table  2). 
Louisiana's  newest  commercial 
ne,  C.  P.  52-68,  has  proved  to  be 
good  parent  variety  in  many  corn- 
nations,  but  its  susceptibility  to 
Dsaic  is  transmitted  to  many  of  its 
ogeny.   More  than  97,500  seedlings 

C.  P.  52-68  have  been  set  in  the 
ild  since  1958.  C.  P.  55-30,  which 
s  shown  remarkably  strong  stub- 
ing  qualities  and  perhaps  better 
mbining  ability  than  the  good-stub- 
ing  variety  C.  P.  44-101,  has  been 
ed  since  1958,  (table  2). 


N.  Co.  310  has  provided  38,495 
seedlings  for  field  planting  at  Hou- 
ma  since  1955.  Unfortunately,  the 
progeny  of  this  variety  are  often 
lacking  in  mosaic  resistance  and  are, 
for  the  most  part,  low  in  sucrose. 
However,  the  cold  tolerance  of  this 
variety  cannot  be  disregarded  and 
because  of  this  characteristic  its  con- 
tinued use  is  anticipated. 

An  attempt  is  made  to  plant  about 
60  percent  of  the  units  in  the  seedling 
nurseries  at  Houma  with  crosses  in- 
volving the  proved  parents  listed  in 
table  2.  The  remainder  of  the  avail- 
able space  is  devoted  to  progenies  of 
a  hundred  or  more  new  crosses  each 
year  in  a  constant  search  for  new  and 
better  combinations. 

Some  Characteristics  of  Selections 
now  in  Early  Stages  of  Testing 

Definite  improvement  in  quality  of 
varieties  in  early  line  trials  with  re- 
spect to  certain  desirable  character- 
istics is  noticeable,  in  addition  to  the 
larger  number  of  selections  that  the 
expanded  seedling  program  is  provid- 
ing. 

Sucrose  Content 

Table  3  shows  the  marked  improve- 
ment in  sucrose  content  relative  to 
the  control  varieties  C.  P.  36-105  and 
C.  P.  44-101  in  the  clonal  nurseries. 
The  average  sucrose  content  of  can- 
didates for  C.  P.  assignment  in  the 
1954  series  was  102  percent  of  the 
control  varieties.  It  had  been  lower 
in  previous  years.  From  the  1955, 
1956,  1957,  and  1958  series,  varieties 
at  this  stage  averaged  105,  105,  109, 
and  106  percent,  respectively,  of  con- 
trols. 

Selections  from  seedling  nurseries 
with  sucrose  content  equal  to  C.  P. 
48-103  (113  percent  of  C.  P.  36-105 
and  C.  P.  44-101)  were  once  rather 
rare.  In  the  1954  series  only  16  C.  P. 
candidates  had  early  sucrose  content 
comparable  with  C.  P.  48-103.  The 
1957  series,  however,  produced  205 
such  selections  and  the  1958  series 
168  (table  3).  The  number  of  C.  P. 
candidates  equalling  C.  P.  44-101  in 
sucrose  rose  annually  from  96  in  the 
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Table  4.      Frequency  distribution  according  to  stalk  weight  (percent  of  control 
varieties  C.   P.   36-105  and  C.   P.   44-101)  of  C.  P.   candidates  from 
the  1954  and  1958  series  of  crosses. 


Year     : 

seed     ; 

produced: 


Stalk  weight  Ist-line  test  plant  cane 
(Percent  C.P.   36-105  and  C.P.   44-101) 


over : Total : Average 


>0   :   95  :    110   :    125   :    140  :    155   :    170   :    185   :    185 


Above 
120 
percent 


1954       :   12  :    15  :      50  :      21  :      23  :        7  :        2  : 
1958       :    34  :  147  :    233  :    182  :     79  :     18  :       8  : 


no.     percent       no. 
-     :   130  :     115     :     53 
2     :   709  :     117     :    295 


1954  series  to  568  in  the  1958  series. 

Stalk  Characteristics 
In  stalk  characteristics  selections 
from  the  expanded  program  show 
improvement  over  those  of  previous 
years.  The  average  stalk  weight  of 
candidates  from  the  C.  P.  1958  series 
was  117  percent  of  control  varieties 
as  compared  with  115  percent  for 
those  from  the  1954  series  (table  4). 
There  will  be  over  295  candidates  for 
C.  P.  assignment  with  stalk  weights 
120  percent  of  C.  P.  44-101  compared 
with  only  53  four  years  ago.  In- 
creased stalk  weights  are  a  reflection 
of  larger  barrel  diameter,  in  which 
there  has  been  marked  improvement 
in  recent  years.  Also,  larger  barrel 
size  is  being  combined  with  good  su- 
crose content;  86  varieties  of  the  C. 
P.  1958  series  have  both  a  sucrose 
content  of  113  percent  of  C.  P.  44- 
101  and  a  stalk  weight  of  117  percent 
of  C.  P.  44-101.  There  were  only  3 
varieties  with  this  combination  of 
characteristics  in  the  1954  series. 

Several  years  of  further  testing 
will  be  required,  of  course,  to  deter- 
mine the  ultimate  value  of  these  va- 
rieties in  the  early  evaluation  stages. 
Not  only  must  their  yields  of  cane 
and  sugar  be  determined  but  also 
their  reaction  to  diseases,  stubbling 


l. 


2. 


3. 


ability,  cold  tolerance,  milling  quali- 
ties, and  other  characteristics  must 
be  studied.  However,  the  increased, 
number  of  high-quality  canes  that' 
have  been  selected  make  it  obvious, 
that  the  expanded  breeding  programj 
is  already  paying  dividends. 
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BREEDING 

(Continued  from  page  194) 
the  lower  parts  of  the  tassels  contin- 
ue to  develop. 

Literature  Cited 

1.  Rice,  E.  R.  and  Dunkelman,  P.  H.  1962. 
The  sugarcane  seedling  program  at 
Canal  Point,  Florida  1957-1961.    (In 


press).  The  Sugar  Journal. 
2.  Dunckelman,  P.  H.  1962.  Productioi 
crossing  and  technical  improvement 
in  sugarcane  breeding  at  Canal  Poinl 
Florida,  1961-62  season.  (In  press) 
The  Sugar  Journal. 


1  Research  Agronomist,  Crops  Researcj 
Division,  Agricultural  Research  Servic^i 
United  States  Department  of  Agricultural 


200 


THE  SUGAR  BULLETIN 


Production  Report  1961—62  Louisiana  Crop 

(Official  USDA  Report  Dated  June  8,  1962) 

aw  Sugar,  (96  test)  538,346  tons 

urbinados   38,528  tons 

ranulated  (Refined)  48,850  tons 

ranulated   (Plantation)    7,464  tons 

otal  (Actual  Sugar)  633,188  tons 

otal  Sugar  Production,  Raw  Value 649,514  tons 

et  Tons  of  Cane  Ground  For  Sugar 7,118,497  tons 

ane  Syrup 1,079,468  gallons 

5t  Molasses  1,853,590  gallons 

id  Molasses 1,221,572  gallons 

lackstrap  (Actual  Gallons)  41,567,300  gallons 

lackstrap  (80  Brix)  47,263,538  gallons 

ote:   The  80  Brix  total  includes  32,010  gallons  of  Black- 
strap estimated  to  be  in  the  magma  tanks. 

et  Tons  Of  Cane  Ground  For  Syrup 38,898  tons 


P  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  191) 
exhibited  in  the  successful  fight  to 
defeat  the  bill  which  would  have 
removed   nutria   from   the   outlaw 
list  in  seventeen  parishes. 

We  hope  you  will  continue  your 
good  work  and  push  for  passage  of 
H-1152  which  you  introduced  and 
which  would  classify  nutrias  as 
outlaw  quadrupeds  in  all  parishes. 
With  best  wishes,  I  am 

Sincerely  yours, 
Gilbert  J.  Durbin 
Vice  President  and 
General  Manager. 

J.  J.  Shaffer,  Jr„  Dies 

It  is  with  deep  regret  that  we  re- 
>rd  the  death  of  our  good  friend  J.  J. 
iiaffer,  Jr.  who  died  at  his  home  in 
llendale,  Louisiana  on  Sunday,  June 
1962  after  a  long  illness. 
Mr.  Shaffer  was  75  years  old  at 
le  time  of  his  death  and  during 
lose  years  he  became  one  of  Louisi- 
ia's  most  distinguished  citizens.  He 
as  a  highly  respected  sugar  cane 
anter  and  a  grower  member  of  the 
rower-Processor  Committee  where 
3  championed  the  cause  of  the  cane 
rower  in  the  deliberation  by  this 
)vernment  sponsored  body  that  ne- 
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gotiates  the  terms  of  the  Louisiana 
cane  purchase  contract. 

Looking  back  over  his  record,  we 
find  that  Mr.  Shaffer  became  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Executive  Committee  of 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League  in 
September  1935  and  eight  years  later, 
in  1943,  was  elected  President  of  this 
organization.  He  served  the  usual 
two  terms  as  President  and  then  con- 
tinued to  serve  the  League  and  the 
Louisiana  sugar  industry  as  an  offi- 
cer and  member  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  League  for  the  rest 
of  his  life.  When  he  died  he  was  the 
League's  Secretary.  In  1956  he  served 
as  King  Sucrose  XV  at  the  Louisiana 
Sugar  Cane  Festival  and  Fair.  He 
was  a  member  of  the  Terrebonne  Par- 
ish School  Board,  a  director  of  the 
New  Orleans  Branch  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  Bank  and  a  member  of  the 
U.  S.  D.  A  Agricultural  Adjustment 
Administration. 

"Mr.  Jack,"  as  we  called  him,  is  sur- 
vived by  his  son  M.  L.  Shaffer,  of 
Houma,  his  sister,  Mrs.  Mary  Frances 
Gardner,  of  New  Orleans,  and  a 
brother,  Baxter  R.  Shaffer  of  Eliza- 
beth, New  Jersey.  To  them,  and  to 
his  host  of  friends  throughout  the 
Louisiana  sugar  district,  we  extend 
our  deepest  sympathies. 


201 


SUGAR  CANE  BORERS: 

Now— get  positive  control 
of  sugar  cane  borers  with  endrin 


Here  are  three  reasons  why  sugar  cane  borers 
will  not  be  your  problem  when  you  use 
endrin: 

Proved  effective— Endrin  has  proved  to  be 
highly  effective  against  sugar  cane  borers. 

Economical— Endrin  controls  borers  at  low  dos- 
age rates. 

Long  lasting— Endrin  applications  last  for  days. 
You  make  fewer  applications— still  get  sure  con- 
trol of  sugar  cane  borers. 

Endrin  is  available  from  your  regular  insec- 
ticide supplier  under  various  well-known  brand 
names.  Look  for  the  name  endrin  on  the  label 
or  ingredient  statement. 
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Shell  Chemical  Company,  Agricultural  ( 
cals  Division,  119  S.  Claiborne  Avenue 
Orleans  12,  Louisiana. 


SHELL: 


endrin 

A  PRODUCT  OF  SHELL  CHEMICAL  COMPANY! 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,  La. 


Telephone   JA   2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter  M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 

AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 

GODCHAUX  SUGAR  REFINING  CO. 

LOUISIANA,   INC. 

Carondelet  Bldg. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

PELICAN  STATE  LIME  CORPN. 

HARRY  L.  LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 

P.  O.  Drawer  969 

126  Carondelet  Street 

Morgan  City,  La. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL   BANK 

New  Orleans,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

(Louisiana  Division) 

1101  Carondelet  Bldg. 

P.  O.  Box  1250         New  Orleans  10,  La. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY  &   HARDWARE 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

CO.,   INC. 

823  Perdido  Street 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

M.  &  L.  TRACTOR  CO. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

1201  St.  Charles  Street 

CORP.,   INC. 

Houma,  Louisiana 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 
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Agricultural  and  Industrial 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 

Thibodaux,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 
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THE  MARK      L—AA—J    OF   QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.  &.  L.  ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 


June  15,  1962 
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THE   DOW  CHEMICAL  COf 

MIDLAND,  MICHIGAN 
MIDLAND  DIVISION 


DOWPON 


mencode/uo 

farm  grass  killer 


Some  methods  only 
slow  down  grass, 
brush  and  cattails . 


Dowpon  and  Huron  kill  them 


Cutting,  oiling,  flaming  only  put  off  vegetation  control  problems  in  ditches.  So  why  settle  forj 
temporary  control  when  results  are  sure  and  long-lasting  with  a  combination  of  Dowpon®  grass 
killer  and  Kuron®  weed  and  brush  killer.  ■  As  soon  as  Dowpon  is  sprayed  on  the  grass  leaves; 
it  starts  being  absorbed.  Once  inside,  it  finds  its  way  into  every  "fiber"  of  the  grass— roots  and  all! 
Alexander  grass,  cattails,  phragmites— even  the  tough  perennials  Johnson  and  Bermuda  grass— I 
yield  to  the  tops-to-roots  killing  power  of  Dowpon.  ■  Combine  Kuron  with  Dowpon,  and  you'll  control  | 
many  aquatic  weeds,  willows  and  other  species  of  woody  brush  that  infest  ditches  and  choke  the 
flow  of  water.  ■  Apply  Dowpon  and  Kuron  by  aerial  or  ground  rig  when  vegetation  is  growing,  and 
follow  with  one  or  two  spot  treatments  later  in  the  year.  Result:  an  easy,  safe,  low-cost  solution 
to  tough  grass  and  brush  problems.  See  your  nearest  Dow  farm  supplier  today. 

PRODUCTS  ADVERTISED  HEREIN  COMPLY  WITH  U.S.  LAW  - 

When  used  as  directed  on  label  and  in  accordance  wfth  good  practices,  they  comply  with  Food  and  Drug  Law  and  other  Federal  Laws. 


THE  DOW  CHEMICAL  COMPANY 


Midland,  Michigan 
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Charles  C.  Savoie,  Belle  Rose,  La. 

Clay  Terry,  Franklin,  La. 

Bronier  Thibaut,  Napoleonville,  La. 

James  H.  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville,  La. 

R.  J.  Thibodaux,  Houma,  La. 

Ivan  M.  Wilbert,  Plaquemine,   La. 

P.  Chauvin  Wilkinson,  Port  Allen,  La. 

M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 


HONORARY  MEMBERS 

L.  A.  Borne,  Raceland,  La.  Wallace  C.  Kemper,  New  Orleans,  La. 

David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Houma,  La. 


We  stand  for  the  encouragement  of  Home 
Industries  as  against  Foreign  Competition 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGU 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


We  Sweat  It  Out 

I  (Friday,  June  29th  about  3:30 
^.M.)  The  offset  presses  that  will 
>rint  this  issue  of  The  Sugar  Bulle- 
iin  are  being  put  to  other  use  today 
.s  we  await  word  from  Washington 
ibout  the  Sugar  Act. 

As  matters  stand  now  the  House 
las  passed  a  bill  omitting  global  quo- 
as  and  import  fees  that  the  Admin- 
stration  wants,  and  the  Senate  has 
bassed  a  bill  incorporating  the  global 
luotas  and  import  fees.  The  latest 
vord  from  Washington  is  that  the 
louse  and  Senate  conferees  are  ver- 
pally  banging  away  at  one  another 
is  we  sit  here  sweating  it  out. 
i  According  to  our  calculations  there 
lire  sixteen  and  a  half  hours  remain- 
ing before  the  Sugar  Act  will  expire 
|it  midnight,  Saturday,  June  30th. 

(Friday,  June  29th  about  U .00 
jD.Af .)  One  of  our  broker  friends  has 
iust  advised  us  that  the  House  and 
Senate  conferees  are  hopelessly  dead- 
ocked  on  the  global  quotas  and  im- 
port fee  issues  and  have  adjourned 
jjntil  Monday.  It  now  seems  a  fore- 
gone conclusion  that  there  will  be  no 
lew  sugar  bill  by  midnight  tomorrow. 

(Friday,  June  29th  about  9:30 
P.M.)  The  boss  just  called  to  say 
:hat  a  miracle  had  happened  and  the 
conferees  went  back  into  session  and 
agreed  on  a  compromise  fixing  the 
sugar  quota  set  aside  for  a  reformed 
Cuba  at  1,635,000  tons  and  giving 
this  to  the  Administration  to  use  in 
its  global  quota,  import  fee  experi- 
ment. 

(Saturday,  June  30)  The  House 
passed  the  compromised  version  of 
the  Sugar  Bill  by  a  vote  of  248  to  31. 


The  Senate  is  off  for  the  week-end 
but  no  trouble  is  expected  when  they 
come  back  to  work  on  Monday.  We 
will  be  without  a  sugar  bill  for  a 
few  hours,  or  maybe  a  few  days,  but 
the  people  who  administer  the  act 
seem  to  think  this  doesn't  matter. 

(Monday,  July  2nd  about  10:30 
A.M.)  Up  jumped  trouble!  Word 
comes  from  Washington  that  the 
President  wants  some  "minor" 
changes  in  the  foreign  quota  pro- 
visions of  the  compromised  version 
bill  as  passed  by  the  House  on  Satur- 
day. Apparently  the  conferees  will 
agree  to  the  changes  but  now  the  bill 
not  only  has  to  be  passed  by  the  Sen- 
ate, it  has  to  be  passed  again  by  the 
House!  This  astute  body  of  law- 
makers is  knocking  off  tonight  for 
a  ten  day  recess  and  right  now  our 
ulcer  is  acting  up  so  we  will  go  bum 
a  couple  of  Gelusils  from  the  boss 
provided,  of  course,  he  hasn't  already 
chewed  up  the  hundred  or  so  he 
keeps  in  his  desk  for  this  sort  of 
thing. 

(Monday,  July  2nd  about  8:30 
P.M.)  The  boss  called  to  say  that  the 
Senate,  in  a  surprise  move,  passed 
the  conference  version  of  the  Sugar 
Bill  by  a  vote  of  54  to  12  and  sent  it 
to  the  President.  It  seems  that  the 
commotion  about  the  "minor"  adjust- 
ments in  foreign  quotas,  asked  for  by 
the  President,  will  be  taken  care  of 
by  amending  a  bill,  already  passed 
by  the  House,  restricting  the  impor- 
tation of  honey  bees ! 

The  big  question  now  is,  "who  put 
the  bee  in  the  bonnet  of  Senate  ma- 
jority leader  Mike  Mansfield"?  Any- 
( Continued  on  page  209) 
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IN  THE  FIELD       I 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 


Grower  Processor  Committee 
Organizes 

The  Grower-Processor  Committee 
has  already  begun  its  discussions  on 
how  the  money  from  this  year's  Lou- 
isiana sugar  crop  should  be  divided 
between  growers  and  processors.  The 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 
makes  the  final  decision,  but  in  prac- 
tice the  U.  S.  D.  A.  follows  the  Com- 
mittee's recommendations  if  both 
grower  and  processor  segments  are  in 
agreement.  A  public  hearing  will  be 
held  on  this  subject  probably  some- 
time in  July.  The  exact  time  and 
place  will  be  announced  at  a  later 
date.  If  growers  and  processors  can 
reach  agreement  on  what  is  fair  and 
equitable,  only  one  recommendation 
will  be  made  to  the  government.  How- 
ever, if  agreement  is  not  reached  pri- 
or to  the  public  hearing,  then  the 
Grower  segment  makes  its  recom- 
mendation and  the  Processor  segment 
of  the  Committee  makes  its  recom- 
mendation. The  government  studies 
both  recommendations  and  at  a  later 
time  issues  the  final  decision  in  what 
is  called  the  Fair  Price  Determina- 
tion. 

The  Grower-Processor  Committee 
is  an  independent  group  composed  of 
seven  cane  grower  members  and  four 
alternates  and  seven  processor  mem- 
bers and  four  alternates.  Louisiana 
cane  growers  elect  their  representa- 
tives on  the  Committee,  and  the  pro- 
cessors elect  their  representatives. 
The  Grower-Processor  Committee  is 
not  a  committee  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League. 

The   membership   of   the   Grower- 


Processor  Committee  is  as  follows : 

Grower  members  —  Clifford  Le 
Blanc,  White  Castle;  John  J.  Tregre 
Napoleonville ;  Sterling  C.  Bain,  Bun 
kie ;  Richard  Glynn,  Ventress ;  Ulyssi 
Gonsoulin,  Jr.,  New  Iberia;  P.  J.  di 
Gravelles,  Franklin ;  Warren  Harang 
Jr.,  Thibodaux. 

Grower  Alternates — Sidney  Hebert 
Broussard ;  Thomas  S.  Klock,  Alexan 
dria ;  Ed.  J.  Schexnayder,  White  Cas 
tie;  Fernand  Price,  Thibodaux. 

Processor  Members  —  J.  J.  Mun 
son,  Houma ;  T.  M.  Barker,  Lockport 
Irving  Legendre,  Thibodaux;  E.  W 
McNeil,  Brusly;  Thomas  H.  Allen 
Franklin;  P.  L.  Billeaud,  Broussard 
James  H.  Thibaut,  Donaldsonville. 

Processor  Alternates— -W '.  S.  Chad 
wick,  New  Orleans;  J.  N.  Foret,  Jr, 
Supreme;  Bronier  Thibaut,  Napole 
onville ;  Don  Caffery,  Franklin. 

Good  Contact  Meeting — Not  So 
Good  Barbecue 

Dr.  E.  V.  Abbott,  Superintenden 
of  the  U.  S.  D.  A.  Houma  Station,  a 
well  as  the  entire  Station  staff,  great 
ly  appreciated  the  excellent  attend 
ance  at  the  Annual  Houma  Statio: 
Contact  meeting  held  in  the  air  cor 
ditioned  Houma  Municipal  Auditor! 
um  on  Thursday,  June  21.  There  wer 
more  than  two  hundred  and  fifty  pec 
pie  in  attendance.  This  large  grou 
proved  to  the  scientists  that  grower 
not  only  appreciate  the  work  bein 
done,  but  they  also  want  to  kno^ 
what's  going  on  in  research. 

There  was  one  feature  of  the  meel 
(Continued  on  page  211) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


)omestic  Provisions  In  The  New  Sugar  Bill 


Following  are  the  major  provisions 
f  the  new  Sugar  Act  which  affects 
he  mainland  cane  sugar  area: 

1.  Extends  to  December  31, 
1966. 

2.  Provides  that,  when  domes- 
tic requirements  are  at  the  present 
level  of  9.7  million  tons,  the  U.S. 
sugar  market  will  be  supplied  as 
follows  : 

(a)    By  increasing  the  quotas  for 


domestic  sugar-producing  areas  by 
about  625,000  tons  and  in  addition 
assigning  those  domestic  areas  65 
percent  of  increases  in  consump- 
tion as  compared  to  55  percent  un- 
der current  legislation.  The  65 
percent  of  growth  will  be  divided 
14  to  mainland  cane  and  %  to  the 
beet  area.  The  basic  quotas  for 
each  of  the  domestic  sugar-pro- 
ducing areas  under  the  old  Act 
and  the  new  Act  are  as  follows : 


(Short  tons,  raw  value) 


Area 


Old  Act       New  Act 


)omestic  beet  sugar., 
fainland  cane  sugar. 

lawaii — .. 

'uerto  Rico 

Virgin  Islands 


2,110,627 

649,460 

1,117,936 

1,231,682 

16,795 


2,650,000 

895,000 

1,110,000 

1,140,000 

15,000 


Total 5,186,500     5,810,000 


3.  Revises  the  formula  provided 
in  section  201  of  the  act  to  employ 
the  price  of  raw  sugar  and  the 
USDA  parity  index,  as  they  were 
related  in  the  years  1957  to  1959, 
as  a  guide  to  the  fairness  of  prices 
between  producers  and  consumers. 

4.  Provides  that  a  deficit  in  the 
quota  or  proration  for  any  domes- 
tic area  or  foreign  country  would 


be  prorated,  in  accordance  with 
their  basic  quotas  or  prorations, 
to  quota  countries  with  which  the 
United  States  maintains  diplomat- 
ic relations  and  which  are  able  to 
fill  such  deficit.  If  these  countries 
cannot  fill  all  of  such  deficit,  the 
remainder  would  be  apportioned 
by  the  Secretary  to  nonquota  coun- 
tries with  which  we  are  in  diplo- 
matic relations. 


JP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  207) 
vay,  it  was  a  happy  thought. 

Acreage  Allotments 

Acreage  allotments  on  the  1963- 
Top  of  cane  in  Louisiana  and  Flori- 
la  will  most  likely  be  established, 
)ut  Louisiana  farmers  probably  will 
)e   allowed    to    grow   about   all    the 


cane  they  wish  to.  Unfortunately, 
the  details  of  the  acreage  control 
program  likely  will  not  be  announced 
until  late  July.  Cane  will  be  planted 
for  the  1963  crop  in  August,  Septem- 
ber, and  October.  Land  which  is  to 
be  planted  must  be  prepared  consid- 
erably in  advance  of  the  actual  plant- 
( Continued  on  page  211) 
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RECOMMENDATIONS  FOR  CONTROLLING  SUGAR  CANE 

INSECT  PESTS  IN  LOUISIANA -1962 


The  sugarcane  borer  is  the  major 
insect  pest  of  sugar  cane  in  Louisi- 
ana. Less  important  are  wireworms, 
springtails  and  symphylids.  Insecti- 
cides are  recommended  for  control 
of  these  pests.  Other  occasional  and 
less  important  pests  for  which  insecti- 
cides are  not  recommended  include 
the  yellow  sugarcane  aphid,  sugar- 
cane bettle,  sugarcane  mealybug  and 
rootstock  weevils. 

Sugarcane  Borer 

Chemical  Control.1  The  first  in- 
secticide application  should  be  made 
only  after  joints  have  begun  to  form 
and  when  at  least  5%  of  the  plants 
are  infested  with  young  larvae  which 
have  not  yet  bored  into  the  stalks. 
Fields  should  be  checked  at  weekly 
intervals  from  early  June  through 
August  to  insure  proper  timing  of 
applications. 

Endrin  is  recommended  for  borer 
control.  A  granular  formulation  con- 
taining 2%  endrin  on  a  30/60  mesh 
clay  diluent  should  be  used  at  the 
broadcast  rate  of  15  pounds  per  acre 
per  application.  Good  control  should 
be  obtained  when  applications  are 
made  at  3-week  intervals.  Three  ap- 
plications usually  will  be  adequate 
for  control  of  heavy  infestations. 
However,  fewer  applications  may  be 
required  where  infestations  are  light. 
The  last  application  must  be  made  at 
least  45  days  before  harvest. 

Maximum  kill  of  borers  may  not  be 
apparent  until  from  4  to  10  days  after 
an  endrin  application.  If  field  ex- 
aminations indicate  less  than  75% 
kill  of  borers  within  10  days,  retreat 
immediately. 

Granules  may  be  applied  by  air- 
plane at  any  time  during  the  day  pro- 
vided wind  conditions  are  relatively 
calm.  They  should  be  applied  so  as  to 
insure  uniform  coverage.  Marking  of 
swaths  by  flagging  is  essential. 

Where  bagasse  or  field  trimmings 
will  be  used  for  livestock  feed,  or 
where  livestock  will  be  pastured  in 


cane  fields,  ryania  dust  should  be  used 
at  weekly  intervals  instead  of  endrin 
Care  should  be  taken  to  prevent  con- 
tamination of  streams  and  ponds  since 
endrin  is  highly  toxic  to  fish. 

Vurietal  Resistance.  Some  varieties 
of  sugar  cane  have  demonstrated  ar 
ability  to  withstand  or  escape  injur} 
better  than  others.  However,  none 
of  our  present  varieties  can  escape 
economic  damage  for  long  under  con- 
ditions of  high  borer  pressure.  The 
use  of  less  susceptible  varieties,  where 
they  are  adapted  or  otherwise  desir- 
able, may  tend  to  lessen  the  borei 
problem  and  sometimes  reduce  the 
total  acreage  that  will  require  insecti 
cide  treatment. 

In  the  following  list  of  resistance 
ratings  the  variety  C.  P.  44-101  wa 
selected  as  the  standard  with  a  ratinj 
of  100.  Other  varieties  with  rating! 
above  100  have  been  found  to  be  pro 
portionally  more  susceptible  to  bore 
damage.  Varieties  with  ratings  be 
low  100  have  been  found  to  be  pro 
portionally  less  susceptible. 

Variety  Rating 

C.  P.  36-105  89 

N.  Co.  310  89 

C.  P.  52-68  99 

C.  P.  44-101  100 

C.  P.  48-103  102 

(Rating  for  C.  P.  36-105  is  by  L.  S.  U.  St* 
tion.  All  other  ratings  are  by  L.  S.  U.  an 
Houma  Stations.) 

Cultural  Practices.  Cultural  pracj 
tices  are  normal  farming  operation 
which  can  be  used  to  help  reduce  iiJ 
sect  damage.  They  are  helpful  bd" 
not  sufficient  to  control  the  sugar 
cane  borer. 

Plant  borer-free  cane  to  improv| 
stands  the  following  year. 

Harvest  heavily-infested  cane  aj 
soon  as  possible  to  prevent  addition* 
losses. 

Plant  corn  as  far  as  possible  froi 
sugar  cane  to  reduce  borer  mign 
tions  from  corn  to  cane. 

Break  old  fields  in  the  fall  or  ear) 
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pring     10     rtuuut;     muui     tiiiieigence 

rom  trash  and  stubble. 

Soil  Pests 

There  is  presently  no  good  method 
or  determining  the  need  for  insecti- 
ide  treatment  of  the  soil  before  plant- 
ag  time. 

Springtails  and  Symphylids.  Soil 
reatment  with  chlordane  is  recom- 
lended  in  heavy  soils  to  control 
pringtails  and  symphylids.  To  check 
n  the  value  of  this  treatment,  occa- 
ionally  mark  and  leave  a  few  rows 
ntreated  in  each  of  several  fields  for 
uture  comparison. 

Wireworms.  Soil  treatment  with 
hloraane  is  recommended  to  control 
dreworms  where  these  pests  may  be 
,  problem.  Wireworm  damage  gen- 
rally  has  been  confined  to  sandy  soils. 

Soil  Insecticide  Application.  Apply 
hlordane  at  planting  time  on  the 
ane  seed  pieces  in  the  open  furrow 
hortly  before  covering  with  soil.  Ap- 
»ly  2  pounds  of  technical  material  per 
ere  either  as  a  spray  or  a  dust. 

An  emulsif  iable  concentrate  or  wet- 
able  powder  may  be  used  for  spray 
ipplications.  However,  the  emuisifi- 
ible  concentrate  is  to  be  preferred  if 
ivailable  spray  equipment  does  not 
lave  an  agitator.  It  mixes  more  read- 
ly  with  water  and  is  less  likely  to 


dane  oil  solution  since  the  oil  will 
harm  the  cane.  Apply  at  least  10  gal- 
lons of  water  per  acre  in  a  band  12 
to  16  inches  wide  so  that  all  the  seed 
pieces  will  be  covered. 

If  dust  is  used,  apply  100  pounds 
of  a  2%  dust  per  acre.  A  fertilizer 
distributor  has  been  found  satisfac- 
tory for  applying  dust. 


The  recommendations  given  here 
were  prepared  by  state  and  federal 
entomologists  and  are  based  upon  the 
results  of  experiments  conducted  by 
the  Louisiana  Agricultural  Experi- 
ment Station  and  the  Sugarcane  Sta- 
tion of  the  Entomology  Research  Di- 
vision, Agricultural  Research  Service, 
U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture. 


1  These  recommendations  are  subject  to 
the  approval  of  a  new  endrin  label  by  the 
U.S.D.A.  Pesticides  Regulation  Division. 
NOTE 

Endrin  and  chlordane  are  extremely  poi- 
sonous and  may  be  fatal  if  swallowed,  in- 
haled, or  absorbed  through  the  skin.  En- 
drin is  highly  toxic  if  inhaled  or  swallowed. 
Highly  toxic  insecticides  should  be  applied 
only  by  a  person  thoroughly  familiar  with 
their  hazards  and  who  will  assume  full  re- 
sponsibility for  safe  use  and  comply  with 
all  the  precautions  on  the  labels.  Reduce 
the  danger  of  skin  exposure  by  wearing 
protective  clothing  and  equipment  as  speci- 
fied on  the  container  label. 
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ng  operation. 

As  a  guide  to  cane  growers,  we 
vill  outline  here  the  plan  which  the 
American  Sugar  Cane  League  is  try- 
ng  to  get  the  U.  S.  Department  of 
\griculture  to  adopt.  Each  farm's 
L963-crop  acreage  allotment  would 
)e  the  larger  of  (1)  the  1962  acre- 
ige  of  cane  for  sugar,  seed,  and  bona 
?ide  abandonment  or  (2)  105%  of 
;he  average  cane  acreage  during  the 
fears  1960,  1961,  and  1962.  In  addi- 
;ion,  farmers  who  wish  to  grow  more 
;ane  than  allowed  by  the  foregoing 
formula  could  apply  to  the  Parish 
^SCS  office  for  an  additional  allo- 
cation. The  amount  of  such  addi- 
tional  allocations   would   be   limited 


by  the  size  of  a  special  reserve  set 
up  for  the  State. 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  208) 
ing  that  caused  Dr.  Abbott  and  the 
staff  much  concern.  The  barbecued 
chicken  served  at  luncheon  was  poor- 
ly cooked  and  was,  in  fact,  just  barely 
dead !  The  meal  was  handled  by  a 
catering  service  that  in  past  years 
had  been  very  good.  This  year,  it 
was  very  bad. 

Although  the  representatives  of 
the  Station  were  assured  by  the  grow- 
ers present  that  they  understood  the 
situation,  Dr.  Abbott  and  the  staff 
wish  to  inform  growers  now  that  a 
similar  situation  will  not  occur  next 
year. 
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MILLING  AND  PROCESSING  QUALITIES  OF  CANE 

COMBINED  IN  SHORT  PIECES  COMPARED  WITH 

WHOLE  STALK  BURNED  CANE 

By  E.  E.  Coll,1  L.  G.  Davidson,2  C.  W.  Stewart*  W.  F.  Guilbeau1 

Southern  Regional  Research  Laboratory4 

New  Orleans,  Louisiana 


Tests  were  mar'e  on  a  pilot  plant  (1) 
scale  to  compare  the  processing  qual- 
ities of  fresh  cane  harvested  in  short 
pieces  by  the  Cary  combine  with  cane 
harvested  by  the  conventional  Louisi- 
ana method,  i.e.  mechanically  cut  and 
topped  whole  stalks  piled  in  heap 
rows,  burned,  and  mechanically  load- 
ed into  carts  for  transport  to  the  fac- 
tory about  two  days  after  cutting. 
The  Cary  combine  loads  cane  pieces 
into  special  carts  that  are  drawn 
alongside  the  machine,  and  the  fresh 
cane  is  transported  directly  to  the 
factory.  Tests  were  requested  by  the 
Industrial  Committee  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Cane  League  to  determine 
whether  any  special  processing  prob- 
lems would  be  encountered  by  chang- 
ing to  combined  cane.  Results  of  ear- 
lier field  tests  indicate  a  more  rapid 
loss  of  sucrose  in  cane  cut  into  short 
pieces,  and  the  Cary  combine  recov- 
ers a  lower  percentage  of  the  cane  in 
the  field. 

In  order  to  conduct  the  processing 
tests,  and  to  get  a  better  comparison 
of  the  two  harvesting  methods  in 
Louisiana,  tests  were  conducted  co- 
operatively in  October  and  November, 
1960,  by  the  Trash  and  Cane  Hand- 
ling Committee  of  the  American  Sug- 
ar Cane  League,  represented  by  Mr. 
Lloyd  Lauden ;  Cary  Iron  Works,  Inc., 
Opelousas,  La.;  Audubon  Sugar  Fac- 
tory, L.S.U.,  Baton  Rouge,  La.;  Wa- 
guespack  Brothers,  Union,  La.;  the 
U.  S.  Sugarcane  Field  Station,  Hou- 
ma,  Louisiana,  and  the  Southern  Util- 
ization Research  and  Development 
Division,  Agricultural  Research  Serv- 
ice, New  Orleans,  Louisiana.    Tests 


were  designed  to  obtain  comparativ< 
information  on  yield  per  acre,  grounc 
loss,  trash  content,  juice  quality,  an< 
cane  performance  in  the  standan 
milling  (2)  and  clarification  tests 
Two  supplemental  tests  were  made  b: 
personnel  of  the  U.  S.  Sugarcam 
Field  Station  to  determine  the  rat< 
of  inversion  in  cane  pieces  vs.  whole 
stalk  cane. 

Test  field  selection  and  all  harvest 
ing  operations  were  supervised  ty 
Mr.  Lester  G.  Davidson  of  the  U.  S 
Sugarcane  Field  Station  and  Mr 
Lloyd  Lauden,  Agronomist  and  Fiel< 
Representative  of  the  American  Sug 
ar  Cane  League. 

A  Thomson  harvester  was  used  h 
the  whole-stalk  tests  for  comparisoi 
with  the  Cary  combine.  Cane  sam 
pies  were  weighed  and  milled  at  th< 
Audubon  Sugar  Factory  under  tto 
supervision  of  Mr.  Carl  W.  Stewart 
Processing  tests  on  mill  juice  wer< 
made  by  personnel  of  the  Southeri 
Regional  Research  and  Developmen 
Division,  ARS. 

Harvesting  Procedures  : 

Two  test  fields  on  light  soil  wer 
selected  for  uniform  growth  an* 
stand,  one  with  the  erect  variety  C.F 
44-101  first  stubble  cane,  and  the  sec 
ond  of  first  stubble  N.  Co.  310  wit', 
a  very  small  amount  lodged.  Urf 
form  adjacent  rows  on  the  crown  o 
the  cut  were  selected,  yields  estimat 
ed,  row  lengths  required  to  yield  ap 
proximately  3-ton  samples  of  harvest 
ed  cane  each  were  measured  an- 
staked  out,  and  the  remaining  can 
removed  from  the  ends  of  the  select 
ed  rows.   In  this  manner,  fields  wer 
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Prepared  for  two  pairs  of  tests  with 
ariety  C.P.  44-101  and  three  pairs 
rith  N.  Co.  310. 

Harvesting  with  the  Thomson  ma- 
hine  followed  the  commercial  prac- 
tice of  burning  the  cane  a  few  hours 
o  two  days  after  cutting,  and  load- 
ng  into   carts   with   a   conventional 
Dader.    Conventional  scrapping  was 
one  by  two  men  who  followed  the 
kbader  and  threw  into  the  carts  any 
Irhole  canes  that  were  missed  by  the 
loader,  or  that  fell  off  the  carts.  Cane 
■amples  were  taken  from  the  heap 
low,  immediately  before  loading,  for 
[rash   and   juice   quality   determina- 
tions at  the  Houma  Station,  and  the 
Remaining  cane  was   hauled  to   the 
kudubon  Mill  for  weighing  and  for 
lulling  tests.    Scrap  that  remained 
Ifter  the  conventional   loading  and 
Icrapping  operation  was  then  collect- 
Id,  weighed,  and  samples  taken  to  the 
Houma  Station  for  juice  quality  tests, 
kudubon  cane  weights  were  used  in 
lomputing  yields  of  cane  per  acre. 

The  Cary  harvester  had  recently 
>een  shipped  from  field  tests  in  Puer- 
o  Rico  where  the  row  width  differs 
Tom  that  in  Louisiana,  so  a  wagon 
fluid  not  be  pulled  beside  the  ma- 
chine for  uninterrupted  harvesting  of 
he  entire  row  length.  The  harvester 
vas  operated  until  the  hopper  was 
:ull  (about  1500  pounds),  backed  to 
;he  headland  where  the  cane  was  dis- 
charged into  a  box,  and  returned  to 
larvest  another  hopper  load.  The  in- 
terruptions increased  the  field  loss 
)y  a  small,  undetermined  amount  be- 
cause some  cane  was  lost  each  time 
;he  harvester  was  stopped.  The  scroll 
)perates  most  efficiently  during  con- 
;inuous  operation,  when  it  remains 
full  of  cane.  The  gatherers,  said  to 
be  satisfactory  in  Puerto  Rico,  were 
(ineffective  in  picking  up  the  small 
(amount  of  lodged  N.  Co.  310  cane  in 
(these  fields.  Cane  was  sampled  for 
Houma  Station  tests,  ^nd  hauled  to 
the  Audubon  Factory. 


There  was  no  pre-scrappmg  behind 
the  Cary  machine,  so  the  ground  loss 
included  all  scrap  left  in  the  field. 
The  machine  covers  all  scrap  with 
leaves  which  makes  commercial 
scrapping  impractical.  Scrap  was 
weighed  and  samples  taken  to  the 
Houma  Station  for  juice  quality  de- 
terminations. 

Harvesting  Data  (Table  1)  : 

Gross  cane  (tons  per  acre)  was 
calculated  from  the  harvested  row 
length  and  the  total  weight  of  cane 
delivered  to  the  Audubon  Factory 
and  the  Houma  Station.  Trash  per- 
cent cane  was  determined  on  three 
samples  for  tests  Nos.  1,  2  and  3  and 
four  samples  each  for  tests  Nos.  4 
and  5  at  the  Houma  Station.  Net  cane 
per  acre  was  calculated  from  the 
gross  cane  yield  on  three  bases: 
1)  Houma  Station  average  trash  val- 
ues, 2)  Audubon  Factory  trash  val- 
ues, and  3)  the  average  of  the  two 
values.  At  Houma  the  loose  and 
adhering  trash  was  separated,  and 
the  adhering  trash  mixed  with  the 
cleaned  cane  for  sample  mill  tests. 
Sample  mill  juice,  tabulated  as  crush- 
er juice,  was  from  samples  processed 
one  or  two  days  earlier  than  com- 
parative samples  at  Audubon  on  all 
conventional  controls.  All  data  are 
evaluated  on  the  variety  average  ba- 
sis, except  for  yield  data  which  are 
weighted  averages  based  on  the  har- 
vested row  length. 

Cane  harvested  by  the  Cary  com- 
bine contained  two  percent  more 
trash  than  the  controls.  One  of  the 
five  controls  was  high  in  trash  as 
the  result  of  rain  that  prevented  a 
good  burn,  but  poor  burns  are  fre- 
quent in  Louisiana.  Cary  machine 
ground  loss  was  6.8  percent  compared 
to  an  average  2.5  percent  for  the  con- 
trols. The  Cary  ground  loss  was  a 
rather  constant  amount,  and  fields 
with  low  yields  suffer  a  high  percent- 
age loss  by  this  method.    Net  cane 
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plus  scrap  values,  tons  per  acre,  are 
in  good  agreement  for  the  two  meth- 
ods; however,  previous  work  on  de- 
layed milling  (3)  showed  appreciable 
weight  loss  on  cane  left  in  the  field 
after  cutting,  but  no  weight  loss  was 
determined  in  these  data.  Height  of 
topping  was  carefully  controlled,  but 
there  was  some  variation  which  may 
have  affected  yield  values  slightly. 
Scrap  from  the  Cary  combine  was 
equal  in  juice  quality  to  the  harvested 
cane.  Conventional  method  scrap 
produced  inferior  juice  of  seven 
points  lower  purity  than  burned  cane 
samples  because  most  of  the  scrap 
had  been  run  over  and  crushed  by 
the  harvester,  two  or  three  days  be- 
fore collecting  and  testing. 

Both  inversion  rate  experiments  at 
the  Houma  Station  showed  no  differ- 
ence between  cane  cut  in  20-inch 
lengths,  and  whole  cane,  after  92 
hours  storage. 

Milling  Data  (Table  2)  : 

Audubon  Factory  is  equipped  with 
two  sets  of  knives,  one  2-roll  crusher 
and  three  3-roll  mills,  and  is  described 
in  detail  in  a  publication  (2)  giving 
operating  procedures  and  sampling 
methods  for  standard  milling  tests. 
Individual  samples  were  weighed  as 
received,  sampled  for  trash  and  pow- 
er mill  juice  quality  determinations, 
and  milled.  Mixed  juice  (dilute  juice) 
was  weighed  and  pumped  to  the  SUR- 
DD  experimental  clarification  plant, 
located  on  the  fourth  floor  of  the  fac- 
tory, for  standard  lime  clarification 
tests  ( 1 ) . 

Trash  averaged  two  percent  on 
cane  higher  than  the  Houma  Station 
values,  but  in  both  cases  the  Cary 
harvested  cane  contained  two  per- 
cent more  trash  than  the  control.  The 
harvesting  method  had  no  appreci- 
able effect  on  juice  quality  or  on  the 
percentage  of  dilute  juice  extraction. 
In  series  No.  3  and  5  with  Cary  com- 
bine and  in  series   No.   1,   3  and   5 


with  conventionally  harvested  sam- 
ples, power  mill  tests  produced  juice 
of  lower  purity  than  the  factory 
crusher  juice.  This  may  be  the  result 
of  non-representative  sampling  int 
both  cut  and  whole  stalk  cane.  Thei 
Houma  Station  crusher  juice  quality 
varied  appreciably  between  samples 
from  the  same  load  in  each  test,  indi- 
cating the  difficulty  of  obtaining  rep- 
resentative samples  of  sugarcane. 
Higher  average  purities  at  the  Hou- 
ma Station  were  probably  the  result 
of  sampling  sooner  after  harvest, 
and/or  the  individual  test  mill  and 
its  operation. 

Estimated  raw  sugar  recoveries 
per  acre  were  highest  for  the  conven- 
tional method,  although  the  average 
corrected  yields  per  ton  of  cane  (4) 
were  almost  the  same.  The  higher 
recoverable  value  per  acre  is  primari- 
ly the  result  of  lower  ground  losses 
and  slightly  higher  net  cane  yields  inl 
the  controls.  Mill  power  per  ton  of 
cane  was  eight  percent  higher  for  cutl 
cane,  with  a  two  percent  lower  grind- 
ing rate,  but  the  individual  values' 
varied  greatly.  No  difference  in  mill 
operation  was  observed  while  pro- 
cessing 20-inch  pieces  vs.  whole-stalkj 
cane. 

Dilute  Juice  Clarification  Data  (Ta- 
bles 3  and  U) : 

Juice  was  pumped  to  a  refrigerated 
tank,  measured,  sampled  and  cooled 
to  35°  F.  in  preparation  for  a  stand- 
ard 4-hour  continuous  lime  clarifica 
tion.  Refrigerated  juice  was  warmed 
to  80°  F.  in  a  heat  exchange  as  it  was 
pumped  into  the  liming  tank.  Auto- 
matic liming  tank  controls  were  a  lev 
el  control  set  for  20-minute  retention 
and  an  industrial  type  pH  indicator 
recorder  -  controller  for  continuous 
liming.  Limed  juice  was  pumped 
through  a  rotameter  at  50  g.h.p.,  anc 
juice  heater  into  a  single  tray  clari- 
fier  with  75-minute  retention  anc 
two-feet   per  hour  vertical   velocity 
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I/he  mud  pump  was  started  alter  two 
lours,  and  the  rate  adjusted  to  main- 
ain  the  two-hour  mud  level  in  the 
larifier. 

Trash  values  (Table  3)  were  ob- 
ained  from  the  Audubon  Factory. 
Fuice  from  Cary  harvested  cane  was 
).l  pH  unit  lower  than  the  control, 
'equired  0.1  pound  more  lime  per  ton 
ane  and  had  a  0.1  pH  unit  smaller 
rop  through  the  heater  and  clarif  ier. 
?hese  differences  were  probably  the 
esult  of  higher  soil  content  in  the 
ontrol  juices.  Dilute  juice  purity 
vas  higher  for  Cary  cane  in  variety 
<T.  Co.  310.  Differences  in  cane  va- 
ieties  show  up  best  in  the  clarified 
uice;  1)  Clarity  was  lower  in  the 
}ary  tests,  especially  with  variety 
I  Co.  310;  2)  Turbidity  (-log  t  x 
000  at  560  m/x  wave  length)  in  Cary 
amples  was  123  for  C.  P.  44-101  and 
90  for  N.  Co.  310.  Control  turbidity 
alues  were  higher  (165)  for  C.P. 
4-101  and  lower  (210)  for  N.  Co. 
10;  3)  The  filterability  of  Cary  har- 
ested  juice  was  appreciably  higher 
or  one  test  on  variety  C.P.  44-101, 
nd  inferior  to  the  control  average 
or  N.  Co.  310. 

Cary  cane  produced  18  percent  less 
ilarifier  mud  weight  on  C.P.  44-101 
nd  31  percent  less  on  N.  Co.  310, 
Vith  an  average  of  24  percent  less 
han  the  control.  Field  soil  in  dilute 
uice  was  only  22  percent  (7.0  pounds 
ier  ton  cane)  of  control  on  C.P.  44- 
01,  12  percent  (3.3  pounds)  on  N. 
Jo.  310,  and  accounts  for  the  rela- 
ively  high  insoluble  mud  solids,  and 
lineral  to  organic  ratios,  for  controls 
a  Table  4. 

Juice  heaters  remained  clean  dur- 
ng  control  juice  processing,  presuma- 
bly because  of  the  sand  and  soil,  but 
hey  were  showing  signs  of  low  effi- 
iency  after  three  hours  on  Cary  har- 
ested  juice. 

Summary 

Cane  harvested  in  20-inch  lengths 
nth  the  Cary  combine  contained  two 


percent  more  trasn  man  witr  tne  con- 
ventional Louisiana  method  for  me- 
chanically cutting  and  topping,  piling 
in  heap  rows,  burning  and  machine 
loading  into  carts.  Ground  loss  was 
nearly  three  times  the  normal  amount 
with  the  Cary  machine,  and  scrap- 
ping was  impractical  because  the 
scrap  was  covered  with  leaves.  Scrap- 
ping might  be  possible  after  burning 
the  harvested  field.  The  higher  cane 
trash  content  is  not  excessive,  and  a 
few  days  of  rainy  weather  could  re- 
verse this  relationship. 

The  vertical  gatherers  on  the  Cary 
combine  did  a  poor  job  in  picking  up 
lodged  cane,  but  proper  modification 
could  make  the  machine  acceptable  in 
Louisiana  if  ground  loss  was  re- 
duced appreciably.  Relative  harvest- 
ing rates  were  not  measured  in  the 
tests.  The  combine  has  inherent  ad- 
vantages by  eliminating  loading  and 
scrapping  operations  (requiring  3 
fewer  men),  and  allowing  only  fresh 
cane  relatively  free  from  soil  to  be 
delivered  to  the  factory. 

Estimated  recoverable  sugar  per 
ton  of  net  cane  was  the  same  for 
both  harvesting  methods.  Higher 
sugar  per  acre  by  the  conventional 
method  was  due  to  high  ground  loss 
with  the  combine  and  a  slightly  high- 
er net  cane  yield  per  acre  with  the 
conventional  method.  No  difference 
was  observed  in  the  milling  of  20-inch 
pieces  and  whole-stalk  cane. 

Dilute  juice  processing  was  affect- 
ed by  the  harvesting  method.  Juice 
from  Cary  combined  cane  contained 
only  one-sixth  the  amount  of  soil  as 
the  control.  In  processing,  it  pro- 
duced three-fourths  the  weight  of 
clarifier  mud,  and  contained  only 
one-third  the  weight  of  insoluble  sol- 
ids per  ton  of  cane,  as  compared  with 
the  control.  Juice  from  burned  cane 
clarified  better  with  less  fouling  of 
the  juice  heaters. 

Results  of  the  two  Houma  Station 
experiments  were  that  whole  cane 
and  20-inch  cane  pieces  inverted  at 
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about  the  same  rate  up  to  92  hours 
following  harvest. 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


Adult  Honey  Bees 

We  suppose  everyone  has  been 
amazed,  at  least  a  few  times  during 
their  lives,  at  the  turn  of  events.  The 
most  unexpected  things  happen  at  the 
most  unexpected  times.  Take,  for  in- 
stance, the  case  of  House  Bill  8050. 

House  Bill  8050  is  the  "Adult  Honey 
Bee  Bill."  It  permits  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  to  import  adult  honey 
bees  for  experimental  purposes.  Two 
weeks  ago  very  few  people  had  ever 
heard  of  it.  Today,  people  in  the  sugar 
business  around  the  world  are  waiting 
with  baited  breath  for  H.  B.  8050  to 
complete  its  course  through  the  legis- 
lative halls  of  our  Nation. 

The  reason  for  the  anxous  waiting 
is  that  the  bill  to  allow  the  U.S.  De- 
partment of  Agriculture  to  import 
adult  honey  bees  for  experimental 
purposes  happened  to  be  up  for  dis- 
cussion at  the  very  moment  President 
Kennedy  decided  he  wanted  more  su- 
gar quota  for  the  Dominican  Republic 
and  Argentina.  The  Sugar  Bill  had 
already  passed  both  the  Senate  and 
the  House  so  the  Adminstration  stra- 
tegists tacked  an  amendment  to  House 
Bill  8050  to  carry  out  the  wishes  of 
the  President.  This  catapulted  adult 
honey  bees  into  the  big  time. 

The  Senate  passed  H.  B.  8050  and 
sent  it  to  the  House  for  concurrence 
in  the  sugar  amendment.  The  House, 
probably  wondering  why  the  Presi- 
dent all  of  a  sudden  wanted  more  so 
called  "high  priced"  quota  sugar  for 
a  couple  of  countries  when  he  origin- 
ally had  insisted  that  all  foreign  sugar 
be  put  on  a  "low  priced"  global  quota 
basis,  procrastinated  and  the  Presi- 
dent refused  to  sign  the  Sugar  Bill 
until   the    House   passed   the   Adult 

July  15,  1962 


Honey  Bee  Bill.  This  grounded  the 
adult  honey  bees  and  also  grounded 
the  Sugar  Bill.  At  this  writing  we 
are  waiting  for  the  bees  to  start  buzz- 
ing to  permit  the  President  to  sign 
the  Sugar  Bill.  Life,  at  times,  is  a 
very  complicated  experience. 

Sugar  For  Imperial 

Imperial  Sugar  Company  has  con- 
tracted for  the  largest  single  purchase 
of  raw  sugar  ever  made  in  the  United 
States,  according  to  a  recent  news 
release  by  Mr.  W.  H.  Louviere,  Im- 
perial president. 

The  $300,000,000  agreement  calls 
for  Imperial's  purchase  of  235,000 
tons  of  raw  sugar  annually  for  the 
next  ten  years  from  California  and 
Hawaiian  Sugar  Refining  Corpora- 
tion, Ltd.,  Mr.  Louviere  said,  and  as- 
sures Imperial's  customers  through- 
out Texas  and  the  Southwest  of  a 
continued,  dependable  source  of  re- 
fined sugars. 

The  agreement  takes  effect  next 
January,  when  construction  of  Imper- 
ial's new  $1,250,000  warehouse  and 
bulk  handling  system  at  Galveston  is 
completed. 

"This  contract  is  one  of  the  most 
significant  landmarks  in  Imperial's 
long  and  progressive  history,"  Mr. 
Louviere  said. 

"To  our  knowledge,  no  purchase 
agreement  of  this  scope  has  ever  been 
made  before  in  the  sugar  industry. 
I  don't  believe  that  even  the  govern- 
ment has  ever  made  a  purchase  as 
large  as  this. 

"This  contract  assures  us  of  a  de- 
pendable American  source  for  the 
bulk  of  our  raw  sugar  requirements 
for  the  next  ten  years." 

(Continued  on  page  229) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 


Heat-Treated  and  Mosaic  Rogued  Seed 


Again  this  year  the  L.S.U.  Path- 
ology Department,  the  U.S.D.A.  Hou- 
ma  Sugar  Station,  and  the  League 
are  cooperating  in  a  seed  cane  pro- 
gram for  growers.  Approximately 
thirty-nine  acres  of  C.  P.  44-101,  thir- 
ty acres  of  C.  P.  52-68,  thirty-one 
acres  of  N.  Co.  310,  and  seven  acres 
of  C.  P.  48-103  were  selected  in  April 
of  this  year  to  be  rogued  for  mosaic 
disease  and  later  inspected  for  pos- 
sible distribution  to  growers  who  de- 
sired heat-treated  and  mosaic-rogued 
seed.  This  seed  will  be  inspected  again 
in  August  and  if  it  meets  with  the  re- 
quirements set  up  by  the  Mosaic  Di- 
sease Control  Committee  it  will  be 
sold  to  growers  at  a  price  of  $16.00 
per  ton. 

Growers  are  reminded  that  al- 
though the  final  survey  to  be  made 
will  show  the  amounts  of  mosaic  di- 
sease and  stunting  disease  present  in 
the  seed,  there  is  no  guarantee  ex- 
pressed or  implied  that  the  plant  cane 
from  this  seed  will  have  no  more  di- 
sease than  shown  in  the  final  survey. 
The  build-up  of  mosaic  disease  after 
the  survey  or  the  plants  having  mosa- 
ic disease  but  not  yet  showing  symp- 
toms of  the  disease  at  the  time  of  the 
final  survey  is  impossible  to  deter- 
mine. This  is  the  main  reason  why 
it  is  impossible  to  guarantee  perfectly 
clean  seed  or  seed  with  a  specified 
percent  disease. 

Growers  who  wish  to  purchase 
some  of  this  seed  should  fill  in  the  or- 
der blank  on  the  seed  cane  notice 
which  appears  elsewhere  in  this  issue 
of  The  Sugar  Bulletin.  Submit  the  or- 
der request  to  the  County  Agent  and 


in  turn  the  County  Agent  will  submit 
all  orders  to  the  Mosaic  Disease  Con- 
trol Committee. 

The  deadline  for  orders  will  be 
Wednesday,  August  15,  1962.  Grow- 
ers are  asked  to  get  orders  in  as  soon 
as  possible.  It  takes  time  to  make  ar- 
rangements for  an  allocation  of  re- 
quests for  seed  as  well  as  for  the  cor- 
respondence necessary  in  the  trans- 
action. 

Growers  should  make  plans  now  for 
planting  this  seed.  It  should  be  plant- 
ed as  far  away  as  possible  from  mo- 
saic infected  cane  on  the  plantation 
and  particularly  far  away  from  badly 
infected  N.  Co.  310.  If  possible  sand- 
wich this  seed  between  either  C.  P.  47- 
193,  C.  P.  36-13,  C.  P.  48-103,  C.  P.  44- 
155  or  C.  P.  36-105.  Remember  it  is 
quite  possible  that  perfectly  clean 
seed  planted  near  highly  infected  seed 
will  become  too  infected  to  use  for 
seed  in  the  future.  It  is  also  possible 
that  clean  seed  will  become  infected) 
on  farms  where  mosaic  disease  is  al- 
ready high  in  other  varieties  in  spite 
of  the  fact  that  the  clean  seed  has  been 
isolated.  However,  the  chance  of  the 
clean  seed  remaining  fairly  clean  is 
much  better  if  the  seed  is  isolated. 

Growers  should  also  remember  that 
the  purchase  of  a  small  amount  of  this 
seed  is  not  a  cure-all.  It  will  not  in 
itself  answer  the  problem.  Growers 
are  asked  to  carry  out  a  good  roguing 
program  on  the  purchased  cane  and 
care  for  it  as  a  special  item.  The  in- 
crease from  this  seed  must  also  be 
rogued  the  next  year,  and  roguing  | 
must  be  continued. 
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IN    WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


In  Retrospect 


The  two-and-one-half-year  night- 
mare of  sugar  legislation  is  over.  Do- 
mestic producers  have  an  act  with 
which  they  can  live  successfully  and 
we  hope  happily  for  a  least  four  and 
i  half  years,  until  December  31,  1966. 
The  domestic  provisions  of  the  act  are 
?ood.  They  are  almost  identically 
what  the  domestic  industry  hoped  to 
achieve.  But  the  foreign  provisions 
3f  the  Act  are  somewhat  confusing 
sven  to  those  who  have  followed  clos- 
est the  development  of  that  portion  of 
:he  legislation.  The  global  quota  and 
premium  recapture  policies  are  a 
revolutionary  and  experimental  ap- 
proach to  our  supply  problem.  Many 
outstanding  members  of  the  domestic 
3Ugar  industry  have  viewed  with 
alarm  the  global  quota  and  premium 
recapture  theories.  However,  they 
are  willing  to  be  convinced  and  will 
watch  with  great  interest  government 
progress  reports  on  the  success  or 
failure  of  efforts  to  purchase  a  large 
portion  of  our  sugar  requirements  in 
the  world  market  at  a  below-the-cost- 
of-production  price. 

The  domestic  provisions  of  the  Bill 
which  has  just  become  a  Public  Law 
were  developed  by  industry  repre- 
sentatives in  conference  with  govern- 
ment officials  and  members  of  the 
Senate  and  House  of  Representatives. 

To  our  long-suffering  colleagues 
from  other  segments  of  the  domestic 
industry,  and  to  Under  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  Charles  Murphy,  and 
Agriculture's  General  Counsel  John 
Bagwell,  who  were  sometimes  pa- 
tient, sometimes  impatient  but  always 
friendly,  our  profound  and  sincere 
thanks  for  their  "advice  and  consent." 


The  Louisiana  industry  owes  a 
huge  debt  of  gratitude  to  all  members 
of  its  delegation  to  the  House  and 
Senate.  Special  thanks  should  be  giv- 
en to  Harold  McSween,  member  of  the 
House  Committee  on  Agriculture 
which  held  exhaustive  hearings  on  su- 
gar legislation,  who  in  the  open  and 
Executive  sessions  of  the  committee 
proved  himself  a  loyal  champion  of 
Louisiana  and  successfully  beat  down 
efforts  on  the  part  of  industrial  user 
groups  to  reduce  domestic  quotas  and 
emasculate  the  pricing  provisions  of 
the  bill.  Mr.  McSween  is  an  influen- 
tial member  of  a  committee  of  para- 
mount importance  to  sugar  cane  farm- 
ers and  all  agricultural  interests  of 
Louisiana.  He  has  earned  the  whole- 
hearted thanks  and  support  of  the  in- 
dustry in  his  district  and  his  State. 

When  the  Sugar  Bill  was  being  de- 
bated on  the  floor  of  the  House,  in- 
dustrial user  groups  made  a  stren- 
uous effort  to  add  their  pricing  for- 
mula amendment  to  the  Bill.  At  the 
psychological  moment  Louisiana's 
Hale  Boggs  stepped  aside  from  his  im- 
portant post  as  Assistant  to  the  Ma- 
jority Leader  to  make  a  forceful,  dra- 
matic expose  of  the  industrial  users' 
proposal.  At  the  conclusion  of  Mr. 
Boggs'  speech  the  proposed  amend- 
ment went  down  to  overwhelming  de- 
feat. 

Congressman  Ed  Willis,  Louisiana's 
"Mr.  Sugar"  in  the  House,  was  here, 
there  and  everywhere,  when  wise 
counsel  and  strategy  were  needed  to 
pilot  the  Sugar  Bill  through  the  legis- 
lative shoals  to  safe  harbor  at  the 
White  House. 

(Continued  on  page  230) 
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EFFECT  OF  RATOON  STUNTING  DISEASE  ON  YIELDS 

OF  SOME  SUGARCANE  VARIETIES  IN  LOUISIANA! 

By  E.  V.  Abbott  and  Natale  Zummo,  Plant  Pathologists,  and  R.  L.  Tippett, 

Biological  Aid,  Crops  Research  Division,  Agricultural  Research 

Service,  United  States  Department  of  Agriculture 


In  the  10  years  since  ratoon  stunt- 
ing disease  (RSD)  was  identified  in 
Louisiana  it  has  come  to  be  recog- 
nized as  one  of  the  principal  causes 
of  yield  decline  of  sugarcane  varie- 
ties in  the  state  (1).  As  the  name  im- 
plies, its  effects  are  particularly 
marked  in  stubble  or  ratoon  crops, 
and  many  new  varieties  which  ap- 
pear to  be  very  promising  in  the  ear- 
ly stages  of  selection  and  testing, 
particularly  as  plant  cane,  are  later 
discarded  because  of  poor  stubbling. 
RSD  is  now  believed  to  have  been  the 
cause  of  elimination  of  many  of  these 
varieties  before  the  disease  was  rec- 
ognized. 

Heat  treatment  of  seed  cane  for 
control  of  RSD  is  widely  practiced  in 
the  Louisiana  sugarcane  district,  with 
very  beneficial  results  (1).  Yields  of 
several  of  the  older  commercial  vari- 
eties have  been  greatly  improved,  and 
there  is  evidence  that  heat  treatment 
has  prevented  marked  decline  in 
yields  of  C.  P.  44-101,  which  was  just 
coming  into  large  scale  production 
when  the  heat-treating  program  was 
started.  Some  varieties,  however,  are 


so  susceptible  to  RSD  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  maintain  their  yields  at 
a  profitable  level  even  with  heal 
treatment.  For  this  reason,  knowl- 
edge of  the  susceptibility  of  new  vari- 
eties to  the  disease  before  they  are 
released  is  of  great  importance.  De- 
termining resistance  to  RSD  has  be- 
come a  regular  procedure  in  the  vari- 
ety testing  program. 

Methods  of  Testing  for  Resistance 

Methods  have  not  been  developec 
for  determining  the  realtive  resist- 
ance of  varieties  of  sugarcane  to  RSD 
except  by  comparing  the  yields  of 
cane  grown  in  the  field  from  healthy 
and  infected  seed  cane.  Each  year 
at  the  U.  S.  Sugarcane  Field  Station, 
Houma,  La.,  6  to  8  new  varieties  are 
included  in  field  experiments  of  this 
kind.  The  commercial  varieties  C.  P. 
44-101,  moderately  susceptible,  and 
C.  P:  52-68,  moderately  resistant,  are 
included  as  controls.  The  plots  are 
3  rows  wide  and  12  to  15  feet  long, 
with  4  or  5  replications  of  healthy 
and  diseased  cane  of  each  variety. 
The  healthy  seed  cane  is  from  pro- 


Table  1.  Effect  of  ratoon  stunting  disease  (RSD)  on  yields  of  cane  and  sugar  of  5  varieties  of  sugarcane, 
Houma,  La.  1958-1961. 


No.  of  : 
exr>ts._; 

Cane  per  acre      : 

Suear  per  ton  of  c 

ane  1/             : 

Suear  per  acre 

H 

:  RSD 

Reduction  by: 
RSD  If       : 

H 

:  RSD 

:  Incr 
:decr 

(+)  or     : 
(  -  )  bv  RSD: 

H 

RSD 

Reduction  by 
RSD  2/ 

Variety 

PC 

:  St^: 

tons 

tons 

percent 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

lbs. 

percent 

C.P.  44-101 

4 

.  1  : 

33.0 

:  33.3 

12.4    : 

181 

:  194 

+13      : 

6990 

6523 

6.7 

C.P.  52-68 

5 

.  2  : 

35.6 

:  36.2 

NR     : 

195 

:  194 

-  1      : 

6954 

7313 

NR 

C.P.  53-1 

3 

1  : 

38.4 

:  29.7 

22.7    : 

195 

:  213 

+18      : 

7545 

6273 

16.9 

C.P.  55-30 

1 

:  1  : 

28.  4 

:  25.6 

9.9    : 

177 

:  .179 

+  2      : 

5107 

4682 

8.3 

L.  56-25 

1 

-  : 

a. 6 

:  34.3 

17.5    : 

191 

:  203 

+12      : 

7948 

6961 

12.4 

Total  or 
average 

14 

5  : 

36.4 

:  31. c 

12.6    : 

188 

:  197 

+  9      : 

6909 

6350 

8.1 

2/  Weighted  values 

2/    P.O.  =  Plant  cane;  St  =  first  year  stubble 

2/    NR  =  no  reduction 
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jeny  of  heat-treated  cane,  and  the 
iiseased  is  from  the  same  source, 
Dut  inoculated  by  dipping  the  ends 
)f  the  cuttings  in  juice  extracted 
from  RSD-infected  stalks.  At  har- 
dest the  cane  is  cut  by  hand  with 
sterilized  knives  and  weighed,  and  a 
LO-stalk  sample  is  taken  from  each 
plot  for  Brix  and  sucrose  analysis. 
The  experiments  are  carried  through 
;he  first  stubble  crop.  Obtaining 
fields  from  second  stubble  would  be 


desirable,  but  is  not  feasible  be- 
cause of  shortage  of  land.  The  re- 
sults obtained  at  the  Houma  station 
through  1956  have  been  published  (5, 
6) .  Those  from  experiments  conduct- 
ed from  1957  through  1961  with  va- 
rieties of  current  interest  in  Louisi- 
ana are  presented  in  this  report  (ta- 
bles 1  and  2). 

Effect  on  Stands 

One   of  the   important  effects   of 
RSD  in  Louisiana  is  to  reduce  stands 


TABLE   2.     Effect  of  RSD  on  stands  of  19  varieties  of  sugarcane,  Houma,  La. 


Variety 

:  Year 

Shoots  per  plot 

Plant  cane      :      1st  Stubble 

:     : Reduction:     :      Reduction 
:  H  :  RSD  :  by  RSD-1/:   H  :  RSD  :  by  RSD 

no, 


no, 


percent 


no, 


no. 


percent 


C.P.  44-101 

:  1959-60 

:  1961-62 

■P.  52-68 

1959-60 

1960-61 

1961-62 

C.P.  55-30       : 

1959-60 

IC.P.  53-1        : 

1960-61 

C.P.  56-21   : 

1960-61 

C.P.  56-30   : 

1960-61 

C.P.  57-71   : 

1960-61 

L.  55-6     : 

1960-61 

L.  56-7     : 

1960-61 

L.  56-17    ; 

1960-61 

L.  56-25     : 

1960-61 

j 

1961-62 

L.  57-2     : 

1960-61 

]C.P.  57-1    : 

1961-62 

C.P.  57-98   : 

1961-62 

C.P.  58-15   : 

1961-62 

C.P.  58-20   : 

1961-62 

3.P.  58-43   : 

1961-62 

C.P.  58-46   : 

1961-62 

P.P.  58-51   : 

1961-62 

:  102 

:  81  : 

:  56 

:  32  : 

:  99 

:  101  : 

:  33 

:  39  : 

:  52 

:  39  : 

:  98 

'82  : 

:  49  : 

:  43  : 

:  13 

:  12  : 

:  13 

:   7  : 

:  16 

:  12  : 

:  13 

:  10  : 

:  12 

:  14  : 

:  13 

:  15  : 

:   9 

:  12  : 

:  43 

:  29  : 

:  16 

:  17  : 

:  22 

:  16  : 

:  14  : 

11  : 

:  10  : 

7  : 

:  16  : 

;  11  : 

:  15  ; 

13  : 

:  12  : 

9  : 

:  10  : 

12  : 

21 
43 
NR 
NR 
25 
16 
12 
8 
46 
25 
23 
NR 
NR 
NR 
33 
NR 
27 
21 
30 
31 
13 
25 
NR 


:  68 

:  77  : 

:  76 

:  39  : 

:  100 

:  87  : 

:  78 

:  82  : 

:  S5 

.  59   : 

:  152 

.  137  : 

:  127 

114  : 

:  14  : 

:   6  : 

:  25  : 

19  : 

:  27 

20  : 

:  25 

.  16  : 

:  34 

:  33  : 

:  31 

:  28  : 

:  29 

:  25  : 

:  47 

:  18  : 

:  53 

:  52  : 

:  18 

:  10  : 

:  18 

:  13  : 

:  17 

:  10  : 

:  14 

:  11  : 

:   4  : 

0  : 

:   7  : 

4  : 

:  17  : 

19  : 

NR 
49 
13 
NR 
31 
10 
10 
57 
24 
26 
36 
3 
10 

14 

62 

2 

44 

28 

41 
21 

100 
43 

NR 


Total  or 
average 


736  :   624 


15       : 1,066:    879 


IS 


1/     NR  =  no  reduction 
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of  plant  cane  and  stubble  crops. 
Schexnayder(4)  reported  an  average 
reduction  of  23  percent  in  stands  of 
plant  cane  of  10  varieties  planted 
with  seed  cane  inoculated  with  the 
virus,  and  26  percent  reduction  from 
naturally  infected  seed  cane.  In  the 
present  experiments,  stands  of  19 
varieties  averaged  15  percent  less  in 
RSD-inf  ected  plots  of  plant  cane  than 
in  healthy,  and  18  percent  less  in 
stubble  (table  2).  In  several  instances 
the  percentage  reductions  in  stands 
were  greater  than  the  reductions  in 
tonnage  from  the  same  plots.  This 
can  be  explained  by  the  better  tiller- 
ing and  growth  of  stools  in  plots  with 
thinner  stands  (2). 

Effect  on  Yields  of  Cane 

The  reduction  in  yields  of  C.  P. 
44-101  (table  1),  as  well  as  earlier 
similar  results  (5,  6,  8),  shows  that 
RSD  is  potentially  an  important  cause 
of  yield  decline  of  this  variety.  Its 
commercial  yields  probably  would 
have  declined  materially  by  this  time 
if  the  industry-wide  program  of  heat 
treatment  of  seed  cane  had  not  been 
started  at  the  time  the  variety  was 
coming  into  large  scale  commercial 
production.  This  view  is  supported 
by  results  reported  recently  by  Ma- 
therne,  Stafford  and  Hebert(3), 
which  show  that  C.  P.  44-101  grown 
from  progeny  of  heat-treated  seed 
cane  is  maintaining  high  levels  of 
production. 

C  P.  52-68  is  apparently  more  re- 
sistant to  RSD  than  C.  P.  44-101. 
Steib,  Forbes,  and  Chilton  (9)  report- 
ed a  significant  reduction  of  12.7  per- 
cent in  yield  of  plant  cane  of  this 
variety  by  RSD.  In  7  experiments 
the  only  significant  reduction  in 
yield  of  cane  of  C.  P.  52-68  by  RSD 
in  the  present  study  was  9.4  percent 
loss  in  the  plant  cane  crop  of  1961 
(data  not  shown).  Continued  com- 
mercial heat  treatment  of  seed  cane 
of  C.  P.  52-68  is  advisable  as  a  pre- 
caution against  gradual  yield  decline 
that  might  result  if  untreated  seed 
were  used  continuously  over  a  period 
of  years. 


C.  P.  53-1  is  susceptible  to  RSD  (ta- 
ble 1),  (6,  7),  which  is  the  principal 
reason  the  variety  has  not  been  re- 
leased for  commercial  culture.  Even 
though  heat-treated  seed  cane  is  used 
for  each  new  planting  the  disease  in- 
creases so  rapidly  in  stubble  crops  of 
this  variety  that  maintaining  satis- 
factory yields  would  be  difficult. 

The  more  limited  data  available  for 
C.  P.  55-30  and  L.  56-25,  which  have 
been  advanced  to  the  secondary  seed 
increase  stations,  indicate  that  the 
former  is  about  as  susceptible  to  RSD 
as  C.  P.  44-101  and  the  latter  some- 
what more  so  (table  1). 

Effect  on  Sucrose  Content 

RSD-infected  cane  of  some  sugar- 
cane varieties  tends  to  be  slightly 
higher  in  sucrose  content  than 
healthy  cane.  Schexnayder(5)  found 
a  highly  significant  reduction  of  8 
lbs.  of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  of  28 
varieties  grown  from  heat-treated  as 
compared  with  untreated  seedcane.j 
Steib,  Forbes,  and  Chilton  (8)  report-j 
ed  reductions  of  from  9.6  to  15.8  lbsJ 
of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  in  healthy 
as  compared  with  diseased  cane  of  4 
varieties,  but  slight  differences  in 
favor  of  healthy  cane  for  2  varieties. 

In  19  comparisons  of  cane  of  5  va- 
rieties grown  from  progeny  of  heat- 
treated  and  RSD-infected  seed  cane 
(table  1),  the  diseased  cane  averaged 
9  lbs.  of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  higher 
than  the  healthy.  The  difference  was 
significant  at  the  .01  level.  As  point- 
ed out  by  Steib,  Forbes,  and  Chil- 
ton (8),  sucrose  content  is  usually 
lower  in  cane  making  better  growth 
from  whatever  cause ;  therefore,  some! 
reduction  in  sugar  content  of  canej 
freed  of  RSD  infection  may  be  ex-| 
pected.  However,  with  varieties  thatj 
are  susceptible  to  RSD  the  greater 
tonnage  produced  from  healthy  seed 
cane  more  than  compensates  for  the 
slightly  lower  sucrose  content. 
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(Continued  from  page  223) 
|  Imperial's  contract  will  be  imple- 
mented by  a  unique  three-way  snip- 
ing arrangement  among  Imperial, 
.  &  H.,  and  Reynolds  Metals. 

Reynolds  is  now  modifying  a  pair 
t  its  T-2  bulk  carrier  vessels  at  Todd 
hipyards  in  New  York  City.  These 
issels  will  load  bulk  alumina,  the 
uminum  oxide  from  which  alum- 
nim  is  manufactured,  at  Corpus 
hristi  for  shipment  to  Longview, 
Washington.  There  the  alumina  will 
e  delivered  to  Reynolds'  Northwest- 
rn  aluminum  operation. 

At  this  point,  C.  &  H.  takes  over 
le  vessels  and  sails  them  to  Hawaii, 
rhere  they  undergo  a  special  clean- 
lg  process. 

The  vessels  will  be  loaded  with  raw 
ulk  sugar  at  Hawaii  by  C.  &  H., 
rhich  will  transport  it  to  Imperial's 
pecial  bulk  unloading  facility  and 
arehouse  at  Galveston.  C.  &  H.  will 
len  sail  the  carriers  to  Corpus 
hristi  and  turn  them  over  to  Rey- 
olds  for  another  voyage. 

This  shipping  schedule,  using  two 
trge  bulk  carriers,  will  deliver  a  bulk 
prgo  of  23,500  tons  of  raw  sugar 
j)  imperial  about  once  every  month. 
|  Imperial's  raw  sugar  requirements 
Approximate  300,000  tons  annually, 
fir.  Louviere  said. 

Most  of  this  will  be  supplied 
irough  the  new  agreement  with  C. 


&  H.,  with  the  bulk  of  the  remainder 
coming  from  Louisiana. 

Any  minor  fill-in  requirements  for 
raw  sugar  will  be  supplied  from 
Puerto  Rico  and  Latin-American 
sources  other  than  Cuba,  he  said. 

The  Old  Mule 

We  haven't  been  able  to  figure  out 
yet  what  is  going  to  happen  to  our 
Old  Mule  when  the  new  sugar  bill 
becomes  a  law.  Right  now  he  seems 
to  be  playing  it  smart  by  resting  in 
the  shade,  and  awaiting  develop- 
ments. 

One  spot  sale  of  offshore  raws  has 
been  reported  since  July  1st. 

It  will  be  interesting  to  see  how 
our  market  character  behaves  when 
he  is  confronted  with  the  global 
quota  situation.  The  man  who  runs 
the  show,  Mr.  Lawrence  Myers,  Head 
of  the  Sugar  Division  of  the  U.S.D.A. 
supported  the  global  quota  idea  in  a 
speech  to  the  Sugar  Club  of  New 
York  last  February.  In  answer  to 
critics  of  the  system  he  said,  "The 
President's  statement  that  the  dif- 
ference between  the  domestic  price 
and  the  world  price  of  sugar  will  be 
retained  by  the  United  States  clearly 
implies  the  imposition  of  an  import 
fee.  Let  us  note  the  possible  me- 
chanics, (a)  The  import  fee  could 
operate  exactly  as  the  tariff  operates. 
Certainly  that  would  involve  no  new 
set  of  mechanics  for  importers  or  re- 
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finers.  (b)  If  it  should  be  preferred 
by  the  industry,  the  import  fee  could 
operate  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
one  applied  to  importations  of  non- 
quota sugar  from  the  Dominican  Re- 
public in  1960  and  the  first  quarter 
of  1961.  Again,  no  new  mechanics 
would  be  required,  (c)  Still  depend- 
ing upon  the  preferences  of  import- 
ers and  refiners,  the  fee  could  be 
fixed  at  the  time  of  purchase  by  pro- 
viding for  proper  notification  of  pur- 
chase and  the  guaranteeing  of  sub- 
sequent importation  by  a  perform- 
ance bond.  The  mechanical  features 
should  involve  neither  serious  pro- 
cedural complications  nor  increased 
price  hazards.  Indeed  a  fee  system 
could  involve  fewer  complications 
and  fewer  hazards  than  today's 
program." 

That's  what  Mr.  Myers  said.  The 
Old  Mule  is  awaiting  developments. 

Hearings  To  Come 

The  President  signed  the  Sugar 
Bill  on  Friday,  July  13th  and  now  we 
can  go  to  press  with  this  issue  of  The 
Sugar  Bulletin,  and  the  Industry  can 
go  ahead  with  its  plans  for  the  future. 

Two  important  Government  Hear- 
ings are  scheduled  to  take  place  with- 
in the  near  future,  the  outcome  of 
which  will  have  direct  bearing  on  the 
Louisiana  sugar  industry. 

The  first  is  the  acreage  allotment 
(Proportionate  Shares)  hearing 
which  will  be  held  in  Miami,  Florida 
on  April  20th.  This  is  actually  a  con- 
tinuation of  the  original  acreage  allot- 
ment hearing  begun  in  New  Orleans 
on  March  13th.  It  will  be  recalled 
that  at  the  New  Orleans  meeting  the 
Louisiana  and  Florida  producers 
failed  to  see  eye  to  eye  relative  to  the 
division  of  cane  acreage  among  the 
old  established  growers,  most  of 
whom  are  in  Louisiana,  and  the  new 
growers,  all  of  whom  are  in  Florida. 
We  understand  that  informal  dis- 
cussions since  March  13th  have  eased 
the  tension  on  this  score  and  that  it 
may  now  be  possible  for  the  old  and 
new  growers  to  agree  on  a  formula 
for  dividing  the  acreage.  This,  how- 
ever, is  only  a  supposition  because  it 
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has  been  clearly  demonstrated  thai 
anything  can  happen  at  an  acreagitf 
allotment  hearing. 

The  other  Government  Hearing  is 
the  Louisiana  Wage-Price  Hearing; 
It  will  be  held  in  the  Terrebonne! 
Parish  Court  House,  Houma,  La.,  on 
July  27th  beginning  at  10  A.M. 

This  year  the  Wage-Price  Hearinji 
will,  as  usual,  include  the  question  al 
what  constitutes  a  fair  division  ben 
tween  the  growers  and  the  processor!: 
of  the  funds  derived  from  the  sale  odj 
the  crop.  The  industry  Grower- 
Processor  Committee,  which  is  not  a 
committee  of  the  American  Sugai 
Cane  League,  has  had  several  meet- 
ings on  this  subject  during  recent 
weeks.  We  do  not  know  at  this  time 
whether  they  have  agreed  on  th^ 
various    subjects    under    discussioiii 

Honey  Bees  Make  It 

Just  as  we  go  to  press,  word  haa 
been  received  from  Washington  that, 
the  House  has  passed  the  Adul, 
Honey  Bee  Bill  with  the  sugar  amende 
ment  attached  and  sent  it  to  thi 
White  House.  Now  we  hope  everyone 
will  be  happy,  including  the  aduf 
honey  bees. 


IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  225) 
Louisiana's  senior  Senator,  Alleni 
Ellender,  veteran  of  more  than  3(l| 
years  of  sugar  wars  in  the  uppeli 
chamber,  again  and  again  demon- 
strated his  forceful  leadership  and 
finesse  in  handling  delicate  situation! 
on  and  off  the  Senate  floor. 

Last  to  be  mentioned,  but  one  of  the; 
foremost  in  line  of  accomplishments,! 
is  Louisiana's  junior  Senator  Russell 
Long.  As  a  member  of  the  powerful] 
Finance  Committee  and  as  one  of  the 
Senate  conferees,  Senator  Long 
played  a  leading  and  successful  parti 
in  determining  the  final  provisions  ofj 
the  Act.  As  floor  leader  his  adroit 
handling  of  the  Bill  won  the  admira- 
tion and  enthusiastic  support  of  hifl 
colleagues. 

Thank  goodness,  the  two-and-one- 
half-year  nightmare  is  over. 
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SEED  CANE  NOTICE 

The  Mosaic  Control  Committee,  composed  of  members  of  L.  S.  U.,  the 
U.  S.  D.  A.  and  the  League,  is  again  this  year  planning  a  program  to  make 
available  to  growers  rogued  and  inspected  seed  cane  of  several  commercial 
varieties. 

The  seed  will  be  the  progeny  of  heat-treated  cane,  rogued  of  mosaic 
disease  by  the  co-operating  plantations  and  inspected  by  the  three  agencies. 

Below,  in  table  form,  are  listed  the  names  of  growers  who  are  co- 
operating and  the  number  of  acres  of  the  different  varieties  which  have 
been  approved  for  roguing  by  the  committee. 

ACRES 

C.  P.  44-101     C.  P.  52-68     C.  P.  48-103     N.  Co.  310 

Lula  (Assumption)  6.5                  7.9  —  6.0 

Warren  Harang  (Assumption)  18.5                   —  —  15.0 

Webre-Steib  (St.  James)  —                   —  7.0  — 

Evans  Hall-South  Coast  (Assumption)  —                7.1  —  — 

A.  V.  Allain&Sons  (St.  Mary)  10.0                   —  —  — 

H.  Viator  (St.  Mary)  —  15.0  —  10.0 

Totals -         35.0  30.0  7.0  31.0 

The  seed  offered  here  is  subject  to  a  final  inspection  to  be  made  by 
the  Committee  before  being  sold. 

Although  the  final  disease  survey  to  be  made  will  show  the  amounts 
of  mosaic  disease  and  stunting  disease  present  in  the  seed,  there  is  no 
guarantee  expressed  or  implied  that  the  plant  cane  from  this  seed  will 
not  have  more  disease  than  shown  in  the  final  survey. 

Submit  your  request  (blank  below)  to  your  County  Agent.  He  in 
turn  will  submit  this  request  to  the  Committee  and  an  allocation  will  be 
made.  You  will  then  be  notified  of  the  amount  of  cane  you  can  purchase. 
Then  upon  receipt  of  your  check  for  payment  of  cane,  you  will  be  issued 
an  order  stating  time  and  place  of  pick  up. 

The  deadline  for  your  order  will  be  Wednesday,  August  15,  1962. 

I  hereby  apply  for : 

tons  of  C.  P.  44-101 

tons  of  C.  P.  52-68 

tons  of  C.  P.  48-103 

tons  of  N.  Co.  310 

I  agree  to  pay  $16.00  per  ton  for  this  cane.  My  check  will  be  sent  in 
immediately  upon  receiving  notice  of  my  allocated  amount. 

I  had acres  of  sugarcane  in  1961. 

This  application  is  made  with  the  full  understanding  on  my  part  that 
it  may  not  be  possible  for  me  to  get  as  much  cane  as  I  apply  for,  owing  to 
the  limited  supply. 


Name  Address 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS,  HULSE  and  COLCOCKJnc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans.  La. 


Telephone   JA   21225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter   M.   Bartlett 

LIQUID   CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 
AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 


AMERICAN   MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 

LOUISIANA,    INC. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

HARRY  L.   LAWS  &  CO.,   INC. 
126  Carondelet  Street 
New  Orleans  12,  La. 

I   THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL    BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

1101   Carondelet  Bldg. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

823  Perdido  Street 

New  Orleans,  La. 

M.  &  L.   TRACTOR  CO. 

1201  St.  Charles  Street 

Houma,  Louisiana 

H.   B.   NAQUIN 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

Thibodaux,   La. 


GODCHAUX   SUGAR   REFINING  CO. 
Carondelet  Bldg. 
New  Orleans,  La. 

PELICAN  STATE  LIME  CORPN. 
P.  O.  Drawer  969 
Morgan  City,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

(Louisiana  Division) 
P.  O.  Box   1250  New  Orleans  10,  La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY   &   HARDWARE 

CO.,   INC. 

822    Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

CORP.,   INC. 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 
New  Orleans,  La. 


rn 
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THE  MARK      L_^0_rJ    OF  QUALITY 


•  HARVESTERS 

•  LEVELERS 

•  CANE  TRAILERS 

•  STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.  &.   L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Raoul  Grass — Another  Weed  For  Cane 


Dr.  Rex  Millhollen,  of  the  U.  S. 

A.  Houma  Station,  and  Mr.  Ernest 
tamper  of  L.  S.  U.,  advise  growers 
I  be  on  the  lookout  for  a  new  weed 
est  called  Raoul  Grass.  This  pest 
[as  first  reported  to  be  in  the  Lou- 
iana  cane  fields  by  a  grower  in  the 
t.  Martinville  area  and  brought  to 
le  attention  of  the  Experiment  Sta- 
on  by  Mr.  Stanley  Angelle,  County 
gent  in  St.  Martin  Parish. 

Recently  this  weed  has  been  found 
i  small  areas  in  Lafourche  and  Ter- 
ibonne  Parishes.  It  has  also  been 
sported  to  be  in  other  cane  parishes. 


Raoul  Grass — ROTTBOELLIA  exaltata 

he  weed  is  an  annual  and  resembles 
rab  grass  in  the  early  stages.  Later 
rowth  is  much  taller  than  crab 
rass.  It  has  short  hair-like  spines 
i  the  stem  which  are  irritating  to 


te  skin.  The  plant  reaches  a  height 
I  6  or  more  feet.  The  seed  head  is 
Dike-like  and  the  seeds  appear  to 
5  imbedded  within  the  stem  of  the 
ead,  somewhat  resembling  the  seed 
ead  of  St.  Augustine  grass.  The 
lant  occasionally  has  brace  roots  lo- 
tted as  high  as  the  second  joint  on 
le  stem.  These  roots  resemble  props 


which  hold  the  plant  erect.  Picture 
number  I  shows  Mr.  Rouby  Matherne 
of  the  Houma  Station  standing  near  a 
row  of  cane  which  is  badly  infested 
with  Raoul  grass.  Picture  number  II 
is  a  close-up  of  the  plant.  Note  the 
spines  and  the  seed  head. 


Raoul  Grass — ROTTBOELLIA  exaltata 

According  to  Dr.  Millhollen  and 
Mr.  Stamper,  both  weed  control  ex- 
perts, this  grass  could  present  a  maj- 
or problem  if  allowed  to  spread  into 
cane  fields.  Several  experiments  are 
being  conducted  now  to  determine  if 
chemicals  other  than  those  used  in 
(Continued  on  page  247) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


Confusing  Amendments 
The  sugar  experts  are  burning  mid- 
night oil  trying  to  analyze  the  com- 
plex provisions  of  the  1962  amend- 
ments to  the  Sugar  Act  of  1948  as 
amended.  For  every  problem  the 
amendments  solve,  two  additional 
problems  appear  to  have  been  cre- 
ated. Trade  and  Administration  law- 
yers are  confused  by  the  conglomer- 
ation of  words,  phrases  and  clauses, 
many  of  which  seem  to  contradict 
each  other. 

Analyzing  the  domestic  amend- 
ments is  easy  and  there  seems  to  be 
no  misunderstanding  about  what  do- 
mestic sugar  cane  and  sugar  beet 
growers  and  processors  and  U.  S> 
cane  refiners  can  or  cannot  do — 
legitimately. 

When  President  Kennedy  signed 
the  Sugar  Bills,  thus  making  them 
the  law  of  the  land,  undoubtedly  he 
believed  that  the  Congress  had  meant 
to  give  his  Administration  what  it 
had  asked  —  authority  to  fill  the 
former  Cuban  quota  on  a  first-come 
first-serve  basis  by  other  countries. 
Now — a  couple  of  weeks  later — Ad- 
ministration lawyers  are  wondering 
just  how  much  of  this  authority  they 
actually  did  receive. 

Congress  apparently  voted  the  Ad- 
ministration a  blank  check  to  redis- 
tribute in  any  way  it  pleases  to  other 
suppliers  the  former  Cuban  quota, 
but  in  its  zeal  to  be  helpful  to  the 
Administration  Democratic  House 
and  Senate  members  added  on  the 
provision  that  "special  consideration" 
shall  be  given  Western  Hemisphere 
suppliers  and  those  buying  U.  S.  agri- 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


cultural  commodities. 

How  can  the  Administration  offe 
to  buy  Cuban  quota  sugar  on  a  first 
come  first-serve  basis  and  still  com 
ply  with  the  Congressional  mandat 
to  give  "special  consideration"  t 
Western  Hemisphere  suppliers  an 
those  which  purchase  U.  S.  farr 
products?  Both  Administration  an 
trade  experts  are  finding  that  ques 
tion  hard  to  answer. 

A  Battle  Royal 

The  President  is  fighting  Congres 
— and  Congress  is  fighting  the  Presi 
dent — and  itself. 

Each  branch  of  Congress  is  ea 
tremely  jealous  of  the  rights  and  pre 
rogatives  of  the  other.  The  fact  tha 
the  Constitution  wisely  divided  th 
authority  is  completely  overlooked  o: 
Capitol  Hill.  House  members  criti 
cize  the  Senate  for  its  slow  motio: 
tactics  and  its  extreme  talkativeness 
House  members  would  make  the  Ser 
ate  a  national  debating  society  wit 
practically  no  powers. 

The  Senate  resents  House  priorit 
of  action  on  tax  and  appropriatio 
matters.  Senate  members  are  critic* 
of  the  House  tendency  to  steam-rolle 
bills  under  "closed"  rules  which  limi 
floor  debate  and  preclude  amenc 
ments. 

The  House  and  Senate  team  u 
though  to  fight  the  President.  The 
both  resent  President  Kennedy's  ej 
forts  to  force  legislation  such  as  th 
Medicare  Bill  through  without  pric 
committee  approval.  Congress  i 
fighting  to  protect  itself.  The  Pres 
dent  is  fighting  for  more  power.  Ai 
(Continued  on  page  247) 
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SUGARCANE  VARIETY  TESTS  IN  LOUISIANA  DURING  1961, 
WITH  A  SUMMARY  FOR  THE  FIVE-YEAR  PERIOD  1957-1961 

By  R.  J.  Matherne1,  T.  J.  Stafford2,  and  L.  P.  Hebert1 


Outfield  testing  of  sugarcane  varie- 
ties is  a  cooperative  project  of  the 
Louisiana  Agricultural  Experiment 
Station,  the  U.S.  Department  of  Agri- 
culture, and  the  American  Sugar 
Dane  League.  Experiments  are  lo- 
cated on  the  major  soil  types  in  11  of 
;he  18  parishes  growing  sugarcane 
for  sugar.  Each  year  6  or  more  new 
varieties  are  selected  from  tests  at  the 
Louisiana  Sugar  Experiment  Station 
it  Baton  Rouge  and  the  U.S.  Depart- 
ment of  Agriculture  Sugarcane  Field 
Station  at  Houma  for  introduction  at 
putfield  tests.  Yield  trials  are  con- 
ducted with  plant-cane,  first-stubble, 
and  second-stubble  crops.  For  the  5- 
trear  period  included  in  this  report  50 
(varieties  were  tested  in  the  advanced 
ptages  of  evaluation.  Of  this  number 
|L9  remain  in  the  program.  The  others 
Were  dropped  because  they  were  below 
required  standards.  Major  emphasis  is 
placed  on  finding  a  superior  variety 
[for  release  to  the  industry,  but  in- 
formation is  obtained  also  on  possible 
jrield  decline  of  the  present  commer- 
cial varieties. 

Seasonal  Conditions 

.    In  most  of  the  Louisiana  sugar  belt, 

■.961  was  a  good  growing  year  for 

sugarcane.   The  industry  produced  a 

record-breaking  crop  in  yields  of  cane 

and  sugar  per  acre.    Most  varieties 

[produced  high  yields.    Rainfall  for 

the  most  of  the  sugar  belt  was  a  little 

above  normal.    One  of  the  outfield 

ocations,  Oaklawn  Plantation  in  the 

Teche  area,  however,  received  below- 

lormal  rainfall  in  March,  April,  May 

and  part  of  June.  The  sugarcane  crop 

in  that  area  was  relatively  short. 

Experimental  Technique 

Each  year  15  to  20  varieties  are 
planted  at  each  of  the  11  light-soil  and 
i  heavy-soil  locations.  A  randomized- 
jblock  design  with  4  replications  in 
tl/70-acre  plots  is  used  in  each  experi- 
ment. Cultivation,  fertilization,  and 
dusting  for  insect  control  are  per- 
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formed  in  accordance  with  standard 
practices  of  the  plantation  on  which 
the  experiment  is  located. 

At  harvest  time  the  sugarcane  is 
cut  and  weighed.  Twenty-stalk  sam- 
ples are  taken  at  random  from  each 
plot  and  transported  to  the  Houma 
station  for  milling  and  juice  analysis. 
Indicated  yields  of  sugar  per  ton  of 
cane  are  calculated  by  the  Winter- 
Carp-Geerligs  formula  with  adjust- 
ments for  differences  in  juice  extrac- 
tion from  each  variety  as  determined 
in  complete  milling  tests  (3). 

Tests  on  Light  Soils 

A  summary  of  the  results  on  light 
soils  at  all  locations  during  1961  is 
presented  in  table  1.  Table  2  presents 
a  5-year  summary  of  yields  for  1957- 
1961,  and  tables  5,  6,  and  7,  a  5-year 
average  for  the  same  period  by  areas 
for  both  light  and  heavy  soils.  The 
5-year  averages  are  used  as  the  pri- 
mary basis  for  making  recommenda- 
tions for  commercial  varieties  and  de- 
termining the  status  of  unreleased 
varieties.  In  all  the  tables  the  variety 
C.  P.  44-101  is  used  as  standard  and 
the  percentages  are  comparisons  with 
that  variety.  None  of  the  unreleased 
varieties  mentioned  in  this  report  has 
been  tested  for  5  years  in  outfield 
trials.  The  percentage  values  shown 
for  these  varieties  are  based  on  yields 
in  comparable  tests  with  C.  P.  44-101. 

C.  P.  44-101  is  the  most  extensively 
grown  variety  in  Louisiana  (4).  It 
outyielded  all  other  commercial  var- 
ieties in  1961  in  cane  and  sugar  per 
acre  (table  1) .  A  comparison  of  these 
data  with  those  in  table  2  shows  how 
well  it  responded  to  the  favorable 
growing  season.  N.  Co.  310,  the  sec- 
ond most  extensively  grown  variety 
(4),  was  superior  to  C.  P.  44-101  in 
yields  of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  but 
yielded  92  per  cent  of  that  variety 
in  sugar  per  acre  (table  1).  It 
equalled  C.  P.  44-101  in  yield  of  sugar 
per  acre  for  the  5-year  period  (table 
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Table  1.     Average  yields  of  16  sugarcane  varieties  on  light  soils  during  1961 
at  all  locations 


Cron  (H)  "■ 

Cane 
Der  acre 

Sugar  per  2 . 
ton  of  cane*' 

Varietv 

Actual 

Percent  of. 
CP  A4-101-2/ 

Tons 

Pounds 

Pounds 

C.P.  36-105 

Plant  cane  (8) 
First  stubble  (10) 
Second  stubble  (6) 
Ave.  3  crops  (24) 

33.39 
29.75 
29.62 

30.93 

175.0 
161.0 
152.2 
163.9 

5843 
4790 
4508 
5069 

81 
60 
81 
81 

C.P*  44-101 

Plant  cane  (11) 
First  stubble  (11) 
Second  stubble  (6) 
Ave.  3  crops  (28) 

33.62 
34.50 
33.90 
34.03 

19S.4 
172.8 
163.5 

180.7 

6670 
5962 
5543 
6149 

100 
100 
100 
100 

C.  P.  4^-103 

Plant  cane  (10) 
First  stubble  (10) 
Second  stubble  (6) 
Ave.  3  crops  (26) 

26.35 
28.49 
25.74 
27.03 

229.7 
222.3 

208.3 
222.0 

6053 
6333 
5362 

60C1 

87 

106 

97 

96 

C.P.  52-68 

Plant  cane  (11) 
First  stubble  (ll) 
Second  stubble  (6) 
Ave.  3  crops  (28) 

28.04 
30.83 
29.14 
29.37 

200.5 
186.7 
161.2 
190.7 

5622 
5756 

52G0 
5601 

84 
97 
95 
91 

N.  Co.  310 

Plant  cane  (11) 
First  stubble  (10) 
Second  stubble  (6) 
Ave.  3  crops  (27) 

30.53 
29.79 
25.38 
29.11 

209.7 
184.2 
183.0 
194.9 

6402 
5487 
4645 
5674 

96 
92 
84 
92 

C.  P.  53-1  M 

Plant  cane  (11) 
First  stubble  (ll) 
Second  stubble  (5) 
Ave.  3  crops  (27) 

31.92 
31.27 
29.89 
31.28 

188.1 
171.8 
164.5 
177.3 

6OO4 
5372 
4917 
5546 

90 
90 
90 
90 

C.P.  55-30  •£/ 

Plant  cane  (11) 
First  stubble  (ll) 
Second  stubble  (5) 
Ave.  3  crops  (26) 

30.84 
33.89 
34.73 
32.80 

194.7 
182.4 
173.4 
185.3 

6005 
6182 
6022 
6078 

90 
104 
107 

96 

L.  55-6-4/ 

Plant  cane  (10) 
First  stubble  (8) 
Ave.  2  crops  (18) 

30.38 
30.35 
30.36 

204.9 
189.7 
198.1 

6225 
5757 
6014 

92 

101 

96 

L.  56-7-^Z 

Plant  cane  (ll) 
First  stubble  (10) 
Ave.  2  crops  (21) 

30.16 
33.03 
31.53 

184.4 
161.6 

173.0 

5562 
5338 
5455 

83 
91 

87      | 

2).  C.  P.  52-68,  the  third  highest 
variety  in  acreage  (4),  yielded  9  per 
cent  less  sugar  per  acre  than  C.  P. 
44-101  (table  1)  and  1  per  cent  more 
in  the  5-year  period  (table  2).  C.  P. 
48-103  is  very  superior  in  yields  of 
sugar  per  ton,  yielding  127  per  cent 
of  C.  P.  44-101  for  the  5-year  period 
and  102  per  cent  in  sugar  per  acre 
(table  2).    C.  P.  36-105  was  only  81 

238 


per  cent  of  C.  P.  44-101  in  yields  oi 
sugar  per  acre  in  1961  (table  1). 

Three  unreleased  varieties,  C.  P 
53-1,  C.  P.  55-30,  and  L.  56-25,  were 
advanced  to  the  secondary  seed  in- 
crease stations  in  1958,  1959,  and 
1960,  respectively,  as  candidates  for 
release.  On  light  soils,  C.  P.  53-1 
averaged  4  per  cent  below  C.  P.  44-101 
in  yields  of  sugar  per  acre  for  the  5- 
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Table  1 


(Continued) 


Variety 


CroT>  (N) 


1/ 


Cane 
per  acre 


Sugar  per 


2/ 


Sugar  per  acre 
Percent  o 


ton  of  cane-'  Actual  OP.  44-101 


'5/ 


L.  56-25^ 

4/ 
L.  57-2  -x 

C.P.  57-25  ^ 

C.P.  57-37  ^ 


Plant  cane  (11) 
First  stubble  (9) 
Ave.  2  crops  (20) 

Plant  cane  (ll) 

Plant  cane  (ll) 

Plant  cane  (10) 


C.P.  57-71  -4/   Plant  cane  (ll) 
C.P.  57-98  &'      Plant  cane  (9) 


C.P.  57-108 


JJ 


Plant  cane  (ll) 


Tons 


Pounds 


Pounds 


30.77 

30.17 

30.50 

204.3 
176.2 
191.8 

6286 
5316 
5850 

94 

88 
92 

30.14 

227.9 

6869 

103 

32.79 

198.5 

6509 

98 

27.25- 

198.6 

5412 

81 

30.60 

215.9 

6607 

99 

30.08 

214.1 

6440 

98 

26.51 

206.2 

5466 

82 

1/  Number  of  tests 

2/  •  Weighted  average 

2/    Percentage  values  based  on  yields  in  comparable  tests 

ij    Unreleased  varieties 


Table  2.  Average  yields  of  3  crops  of  14  varieties  of  sugarcane  grov/n  on  light 
soils  at  all  locations  in  tests,  1957-61. 


.  Cane  per 

.  Sugar  per 
.  ton  of 

Sugar  per 

.acre 

:  Plant 

First 

:  Second 

:  All 

Variety 

Tests 

:   acre 

cane 

:   cane 

Stubble 

Stubble 

: crops 

Number 

Tons 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Pounds 

C.P.  44-101  M 

.   127 

.   29.62 

167.1 

4976 

5027 

:  4753 

:  4949 

Percent 

Percent 

Percent  Percent 

Percent 

Percen- 

C.P.  36-13 

69 

90 

106 

99 

99 

87 

96 

C.P.  36-105 

116 

94 

96 

:   94 

91 

84 

90 

C.P.  44-155 

77 

:    82 

109 

92 

91 

84 

89 

C.P.  47-193 

83 

83 

109 

:   83 

95 

90 

.  90 

C.P.  48-103 

:  118 

80 

:    127 

:   97 

107 

:  100 

.  102 

C.P.  52-68 

114 

91 

111 

:   99 

104 

:  101 

101 

N.  Co.  310. 
|C.P.  53-1  ■%, 
ICP.  55-30  i/ 

.  125  • 

95 

106 

.  J.07 

97 

.   92 

100 

81 

:    96 

100 

:  100 

93 

89 

96 

56 

:    98 

:   105 

97 

111 

107 

103 

fc.P.  57-98.  2/ 

9 

:    92 

107 

:   98 

- 

- 

98 

|L.  55-6  2J 
|L.  56-7-2/ 
IL.  56-25  -2/ 

:   27 

:    94 

107 

99 

101 

- 

100 

:   31 

;   100 

:    94 

.   94 

91 

- 

93 

:   31 

96 

:    103 

.  103 

88 

- 

98 

1/  Figures  for  C.P.  44-101  are  average  yields;  other  varieties  expressed  as 

percent  of  C.  P.  44-101. 
|2/  Unreleased  varieties 
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Table  3, 


Average  yields  of  16  sugarcane  varieties  on  heavy  soils  during  1961  at 
all  locations. 


croD  rm  V 

Cane 
Der  acre 

Sugar  per  2y 
ton  of  cane-/ 

Sugar  Der  acre 

Variety 

Afitllfll 

Percent  of  ^ / 
C.P.  4^-101-^ 

Tons 

Pounds 

Pounds 

C.P.  36-1C5 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (3) 
Second  stubble  (1) 
Ave.   3  crops  (8) 

33.04 
26.86 
26.00 
29.84 

164.7 
166.7 
158.6 
164.7 

5442 
4478 
.4124 
4915 

80 

S3 

101 

S3 

C.P.  44-101 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (4) 
Second  stubble  (l) 
Ave.   3  crops  (9) 

37.33 
29.  S3 

5ff 

181.6 
187.9 
162.1 
182.2 

6778 
5614 
4069 
5951 

100 
100 
100 
100 

C.P.  47-193 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (4) 
Second  stubble  (l) 
Ave.   3  crops  (9) 

28.51 
27.30 
26.90 
27.79 

202.6 
203.6 
183.2 
200.9 

5776 
5558 
4928 
5583 

85 

99 

121 

94 

C.P.   52-68 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (4) 
Second  stubble  (l) 
Ave.   3  crops  (9) 

32.14 

30.  SO 

29.20 
31.22 

184.1 
182.7 
154.2 
180.2 

5917 
5627 
4503 
5626 

87 
100 
111 

95 

N.   Co.   310 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (4) 
Second  stubble  (l) 
Ave.   3  crops  (9) 

35.76 

29.14 
27.90 
31.95 

199.2 
191.6 
170.2 
192.-6 

7127 
5583 
4749 
6154 

105 

99 

117 

103 

C.P.   53-1  */ 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (3) 
Second  stubble  (l) 
Ave.   3  crops  (8) 

31.56 
24.65 

26.10 
28.29 

182.7 
194.3 
165.7 

184.9 

5766 
4789 
4325 
5231 

85 

es 

106 

86 

C.P.   55-30  ^ 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (4) 
Second  stubble  (l) 
Ave.   3  crops  (9) 

34.38 
31.25 
28.70 
32.36 

182.5 
195.0 
176.1 
187.3 

6274 
6C94 
5054 
6061 

93 
109 
124 
102 

L.   55-6  V 

Plant  cane  (2) 
First  stubble  (3) 
Ave.   2  crops  (5) 

29.40 
27.86 
28.48 

210.6 
197.2 
202.6 

6191 
5494 
5770 

92 
96 
93 

L.    56-7  4/ 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (4) 
Ave.   2  crops  (8) 

32.99 
30.39 
31.69 

171.4 
174.8 

173.1 

5654 
5312 
5486 

83 
95 
89 

year  period,  and  10  per  cent  below  in 
1961  (tables  1  and  2).  It  has  been 
dropped  from  the  testing  program  be- 
cause of  susceptibility  to  ratoon  stunt- 
ing disease  (2,6).  Its  relatively  low 
yields  the  past  2  seasons  justify  this 
decision. 

C.  P.  55-30  yielded  3  per  cent  more 
sugar  per  acre  than  C.  P.  44-101  for 


the  5-year  period,  but  showed  a  slight 
relative  drop  in  1961  (tables  1  and  2).i 
It  is  particularly  strong  in  stubblingj 
ability.  However,  it  is  susceptible  toj 
mosaic (6) 3.  For  this  reason  it  will' 
not  be  released  in  1962  but  will  bel 
held  at  the  increase  stations. 

L.  56-25  averaged  8  per  cent  belowj 
C.  P.  44-101  in  1961  and  2  per  centj 


240 


THE  SUGAR  BULLETIN! 


Table  3. (Continued) 


Variety 

Crop  (N)  * 

per 

acre 

2/ 
ton  of  cane-' 

Suear 

per  acre 

1 

Actual 

Percent  of  , 
C.P.A4-1C1J/ 

Tons 

Pounds 

Pounds 

L. 

56-25  A/ 

Plant  cane  (4) 
First  stubble  (3) 
Ave.  2  crops  (7) 

33 
25 
29. 

00 

10 
61 

207.3 
207.4 
207.3 

6841 
5206 
6135 

101 
88 
99 

L. 

57-2  ■£/ 

Plant 

cane  (4) 

29 

51 

223.0 

6581 

97 

C. 

P.  57-25  ^ 

Plant 

cane  (4) 

37 

05 

194.5 

7206 

106 

jc.P.  57-37  y    Plant  cane  (4) 

C.P.  57-71  4/  Plant  cane  (4) 

C.P.  57-98-4/  Plant  cane  (4) 

C.P.  57-108  ^/  Plant  cane  (4) 


1/  Number  of  tests 

2/  Weighted  averages 

W  Percentage  values  based  on  yields  in  comparable  tests 

4/  Unreleased  varieties 


Table  4.  Average  yields  of  3  crops  of  12  varieties  of  sugarcane  grown  on  heavy 
soils  at  all  locations  in  tests,  1957-61 


Variety 


Cane  per 
Tests:   acre 


Sugar  per 
ton  of 

cgffie 


Sugar  per  acre 


Plant  :     First     :   Second     :     All 
cane  :   Stubble  :   Stubble  :   crops 


c.p.  44-101  y 


C.P.  36-105 
C.P.-  47-193 

C.P.  48-103 

.P.   52-68 
N.   Co.   310 
C.P.   53-1  & 
C.P.   55-30  JU 
C.P.   57-9a-2/ 
I   55-6*; 
L.   56-7-2/ 
L.   56-25^1 


Number 


42 


40 
42 
26 
40 
42 
25 
21 
4 
7 
12 
11 


Tons 


Pounds 


Pounds  Pounds 


Pounds   Pounds 


'6.24 

169.9 

ercent 

Percent 

98 

97 

83 

111 

87 

125 

100 

106 

101 

107 

96 

103 

101 

106 

83 

116 

98 

101 

101 

94 

93 

106 

4498  :  4471   :  4209   :  4459 
Percent  Percent  Percent   Percent 


95 

90 

108 

103 

114 

103 

100 

96 

98 

94 

104 


95 

:   85 

:  94 

94 

:   95 

:  92 

108 

.  113 

.  109 

108 

109 

106 

103 

103 

.  108 

94 

106 

:  99 

116 

124 

107 

- 

- 

:  96 

102 

. 

:  99 

97 

- 

95 

87 

- 

100 

1/  Figures  for  C.  P.  44-101  are  average  yields;  other  varieties  expressed  as 
percent  of  C.  P.  44-101. 


2/  Unreleased  varieties. 
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Table  5.  Average  yields  of  3  crops  of  14  varieties  of  sugarcane  grown  on  light 
and  heavy  soils  at  all  locations  in  the  Mississippi  River  and  Bayou 
Lafourche  area,  1957-61. 


Lum   soil? 


a  E  A  Y  I    §  Q  IIS 


Variety 


Tests 


:  Sugar  :  : 

: # • per  :  Sugar  : 

Cane  per:  ton  :  per  : 

of  cane;  acre  i  XaaJa 


ucre 


Sugar 
:     per    :  Sugar 
Cane  per:     ton    :     per 
acre     :of  cane:   acre 


Number        Tons        Pounds  Pounds    Number        Tons      Pounds    Pounds 
58     :   30.63     :  165.1  :   5056     :       33     :   26.39     :  168.7  :  4451 
Percent    Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent-    Percent  Perceni 


C.P.  44-101 


1/ 


36-13 

36-105 

44-155 

47-193 

46-103 

52-68 


P. 

,P. 
P. 
P. 
P. 
P. 

Co.  310. , 
■P.   53-1  ■%/ 
,P.  55-30  ~ 
,p.   57-9S^/ 

55-6  f 

56-7  2/ 

56-25 -S' 


:   30 

:   85 

110 

93 

-  , 

, 

;   -   : 

:   58 

.   93   . 

99 

92   : 

31 

99 

;   97  : 

:   37 

!   80 

112 

90   ! 

-  j 

- 

: 

:   43 

!   81   : 

109 

89   ! 

33 

84 

.  Ill  : 

:  5S 

:   81 

129 

104 

22 

!  89 

!  124  : 

:   50 

91 

113 

103 

!   31 

.  101 

:  105  : 

:   56 

.   91 

109 

100 

.   33  s 

:  103 

!  107  : 

:   33 

:  loo 

100 

99 

;  19 

:  98 

:  102  : 

:   26 

5   102   ! 

106 

108 

:   16 

,  103 

:  104  : 

:    4 

i      93 

112 

:  104 

3 

i     80 

:  118  : 

:  •  14 

:   95 

110 

105 

6 

!  98 

:  101  : 

:   15 

!   102 

96 

98 

9 

:  102 

!   93  : 

:   14 

!   98 

103 

101 

!    8 

:  95 

;  106  : 

96 

93 

110 

110 

110 

99 

107 

95 

98 

96 

101 


1/    Figures  for  C.  P.  44-101  are  average  yields;   other  varieties  expressed  as 
percent  of  C.  P.  44-101. 


2/    Unreleased  varieties 


below  for  the  5-year  period.  It  has 
given  good  yields  of  cane  per  acre  in 
plant  cane  but  has  not  yielded  well 
in  stubble  crops.  For  this  reason  it 
has  been  dropped  from  the  testing 
program. 

Tests  on  Heavy  Soils 

Tables  3,  4,  5,  6,  and  7  show  the 
same  type  of  comparisons  for  heavy 
soils  as  were  made  for  light  soils.  Of 
the  released  varieties  N.  Co.  310  was 
the  only  one  to  outyield  C.  P.  44-101 
in  sugar  per  acre,  but  the  other  var- 
ieties were  relatively  better  on  soils 
of  that  type  than  on  light  soils.  Of 
the  unreleased  varieties  that  have 
been  in  these  tests  for  more  than  one 
year,  only  C.  P.  55-30  outyielded  C.  P. 
44-101  in  sugar  per  acre.  L.  56-25 
was  about  equal  to  C.  P.  44-101  in 
that  respect. 


Discussion  of  Results 

Variety  yields  over  a  period  of  sev- 
eral years  are  used  as  a  basis  for  crit 
ical  evaluation  because  of  variatioi 
in  performance  from  year  to  year 
In  1961,  for  example,  some  varieties 
responded  more  favorably  to  the  gooc 
growing  season  than  others. 

C.  P.  44-101  produced  considerably 
higher  yields  of  cane  and  sugar  pel 
acre  in  1961  than  for  the  5-year  per 
iod.  N.  Co.  310  showed  some  declin* 
in  yields  of  cane  per  acre  during  thai 
time,  particularly  in  stubble  crops 
as  was  pointed  out  in  the  1960  re 
port  (5).  However,  yields  of  sugai 
cane  per  ton  of  cane  for  this  variety 
have  shown  improvement.  It  has  ma 
tured  earlier  and  has  enabled  manj 
growers  to  begin  their  harvesting 
with  it.  The  earlier  maturity  of  this 
variety  thus  far  has  compensated  con 
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Average  yields  of  3  crops  of  14  varieties  of  sugarcane  grown  on  light 
and  heavy  soils  at  all  locations  in  the  Teche  area,  1957-61. 


Variety 


LIGHT  SQ^S 


Tests 


Cane  per 

acre 


Sugar  : 
per  : 
ton  : 

La£  cane; 


Sugar 

per 

acre 


HEAYI  sqii,? 


Tests 


Cane  per 

acre 


:  Sugar  : 

per  :  Sugar 
ton  :  per 

iof  cqne;acre — 


Number    Tons   Pounds  Pounds  Number    Tons   Pounds  Pounds 
I  P.  44-101 V  :  57   :  28.04  :  172.2  :  4829  :    9  :  25.70  :  174.6  :  4488 

Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent  Percent 


P 
C.P 
C.P 
C.P 
3.P 

P 


36-13 
36-105 
44-155 
47-193 
48-103 
52-68 
N.  Co.  310o/ 
■  P.  53-1  •%, 
P.  55-30  %. 
3.P.   57-95-^ 
I  55-6  3 
L.  56-7  2/ 
L.   56-25-2/ 


:  31 

95 

:  104  : 

.  99 

: 

: 

:   -   : 

:  46 

94 

t   94  ! 

•  89 

:   9 

:   93 

:   97  : 

:  31   i 

84 

.  105  : 

88 

: 

J   -   * 

:   -   : 

:  31 

83 

:  109  : 

91 

:   9 

:   81 

:  108  : 

:  48   . 

77 

124  : 

95 

:    5 

81 

:  129  : 

:  53   . 

91 

.  109  : 

99 

9 

:   96 

:  110  : 

:  57 

97 

,  103  : 

100 

:   9 

:   93 

:  109  : 

:  40   s 

95 

101   ! 

96 

j    6 

.   91 

:  108  : 

:  25 

92 

.  107  J 

98 

;    5 

:   94 

:  114  : 

:   4 

91    : 

102  : 

93 

:   1 

!    90 

:  111  : 

:  12   ; 

92 

:  104  j 

96 

1 

.   99 

:  106  : 

:  14   : 

99 

89  : 

88 

3 

96 

:   95  : 

:  14   : 

93 

104  : 

97 

3 

90 

.  108  : 

90 

88 
104 
1Q6 
102 

99 
107 

99 
105 

92 

97 


1/    Figures  for  C.  P.  44-101  are  average  yields;  other  varieties  expressed  as 
percent  of  C.  P.  44-101. 


2/  Unreleased  varieties. 


dderably  for  some  of  its  apparent 
loss  of  vigor. 

Although  the  three  leading  varie- 
ties are  all  susceptible  to  mosaic,  the 
disease  spreads  more  rapidly  in  fields 
bf  N.  Co.  310,  and  growers  in  areas 
bf  high  infection  have  been  cau- 
jtioned  about  mosaic  spread  from  this 
variety  to  others  (1).  C.  P.  52-68,  al- 
though not  generally  as  vigorous  as 
C.  P.  44-101,  is  11  per  cent  higher  in 
pounds  of  sugar  per  ton  of  cane  and 
san  be  expected  to  give  yields  of  sugar 
per  acre  equal  to  those  of  C.  P.  44- 
101  on  light  soils.  It  usualy  outyields 
C.  P.  44-101  on  heavy  soils. 

C.  P.  48-103  can  be  used  most  ad- 
vantageously for  early  harvesting.  It 
is  normally  mature  enough  at  the  be- 
ginning of  harvest  to  alleviate  the  an- 
nual problem  of  finding  fields  with 
sucrose  content  meeting  the  minimum 
standard  required  by  the  factories. 


C.  P.  36-13,  C.  P.  36-105,  and  C.  P. 
47-193  are  generally  considered  of 
secondary  importance.  They  are  a- 
dapted  to  certain  areas  where  they 
sometimes  outyield  the  more  widely- 
grown  varieties.  They  are  used  in 
some  areas  because  of  their  resistance 
to  mosaic. 

Summary 

C.  P.  44-101,  the  most  extensively 
grown  variety  in  Louisiana  at  present, 
maintained  high  yields  in  1961.  N.  Co. 
310  was  92  per  cent  of  C.  P.  44-101  in 
yields  of  sugar  per  acre  in  1961,  but 
equaled  that  variety  for  the  5-year 
period.  C.  P.  52-68  yielded  9  per  cent 
less  sugar  per  acre  than  C.  P.  44-101 
in  1961  and  1  per  cent  more  for  the 
5-year  period.  C.  P.  48-103,  an  early- 
maturing  variety,  yielded  102  per  cent 
of  C.  P.  44-101  in  sugar  per  acre  for 
the  5-year  period.  Two  unreleased  var- 
ieties, C.  P.  53-1  and  L.  56-25  which 
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Table  7.  Average  yields  of  3  crops  of  14  varieties  of  sugarcane 
grown  on  light  soils  in  the  Red  River  area,  1957-61, 


Variety 


Tests  :  Cane  per  acre 


Sugar  per 
ton  of  cane 


sugar  per 
acre 


C.P.  44-101 


1/ 


C.P. 
C.P. 
C.P. 


36-13 
36-105 
44-155 
P.  47-193 
P.  48-103 
P.  52-68 
Co.  310 
P.  53-1  2/ 
P.  55-30-^/ 


C.P.  57-98) -2/ 
L.  55-6  y 
L.  56-7-2/ 
L.  56-25  <*J 


Number 


12 


Percent 


12 

9 

9 

12 

11 

12 

8 

5 

1 

1 

3 

3 


Tons 


Pounds 


Pounds 


2.22     : 

155.1 

;   4997 

Tcent 

Percent 

Percent 

96 

96 

:    93 

97 

:     91 

:    88 

85         ! 

:    103 

:    88 

92       : 

104 

:    96 

90 

128 

:   115 

91       : 

:    110 

:   101 

99       J 

101 

:   100 

91       J 

\           92 

:    84 

98 

\         101 

:    99 

89       s 

\          94 

:    94 

69 

;    97 

:    87 

94 

:    97 

:    92 

98 

:    94 

:    91 

1/  Figures  for  C.  P.  44-101  are  average  yields;  other  varieties 
expressed  as  percent  of  C.  P.  44-101 


2/    Unreleased  varieties 


were  advanced  to  the  secondary  seed 
increase  stations,  have  been  dropped 
from  the  testing  program.  C.  P.  55- 
30,  which  is  susceptible  to  mosaic,  is 
being  retained  at  the  increase  stations. 


1  Research  Agronomists,  Crops  Research 
Division,  Agricultural  Research  Service, 
United  States  Department  of  Agriculture. 

2  Associate  Professor  of  Agronomy,  De- 
partment of  Outfield  Sugars,  Louisiana 
Agricultural  Experiment  Station. 

3  Summary  of  results  of  Houma  Sta- 
tion tests  on  16  unreleased  varieties  intro- 
duced at  the  test  fields  and  primary  station 
in  recent  years.  Issued  by  the  U.  S.  De- 
partment of  Agriculture.  1961.  Mimeo- 
graphed. 
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REVISED  SUGAR  MARKETING  QUOTAS  ANNOUNCED 


Revised  sugar  marketing  quotas, 
established  in  accordance  with  the 
Sugar  Act,  as  amended  and  extended, 
ivere  announced  July  16th  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture. 

The  revised  quotas  for  the  domestic 
ireas  total  5,810,000  tons  and  are  for 
;he  entire  calendar  year  1962.  The 
revised  quota  for  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines,  also  for  the  entire  cal- 
endar year,  is  1,050,000  tons.  Quota 
prorations  for  other  individual  for- 
eign countries,  established  for  the 
jix-month  period  July  1  -  December 
E  1962,  total  447,195  tons. 

In  addition,  300,000  tons  are  au- 
thorized for  purchase  and  importa- 
;ion  from  all  foreign  countries  which 
ire  net  sugar  exporters  and  with 
arhich  this  country  maintains  diplo- 
natic  relations.  This  quantity,  au- 
;horized  for  purchase  from  foreign 
sountries  as  a  group,  is  part  of  the 
proration  amounting  to  616,743  tons 
vhich  is  withheld  from  Cuba,  with 
vhich  the  United  States  maintains 
10  diplomatic  relations.  Sugar  im- 
)orted  within  the  300,000  tons  must 
)e  authorized  for  release  on  or  before 
August  15,  for  arrival  on  or  before 
September  30. 

The  balance  of  the  proration  with- 
held from  Cuba,  amounting  to  316,- 
f43  tons,  is  reserved  to  permit  giving 
ipecial  consideration  to  Western 
Eemisphere  countries  and  to  coun- 
ties buying  U.  S.  agricultural  com- 
modities. 

I  Individual  country  prorations  of 
5,736  tons  for  The  Netherlands,  316 
ons  for  Canada,  258  tons  for  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  2  tons  for 
long  Kong  were  not  established  be- 
cause in  1961  these  countries  were 
lot  net  exporters. 

The  quotas  announced  are  in  addi- 
;ion  to  the  1,766,750  tons  of  sugar 
permitted  to  be  imported  during  the 
'irst  half  of  1962  within  the  quotas 
for  foreign  countries  other  than  the 
Republic  of  the  Philippines  and  the 
ion-quota  purchase  sugar  allocations 
n  effect  during  that  period. 

The  importation  of  sugar  from  for- 


eign countries  within  the  quantities 
and  quota  prorations  announced  is 
conditioned  upon  the  payment  by  im- 
porters of  fees  of  2.4  cents  per  pound 
for  the  quantity  of  300,000  tons  au- 
thorized for  importation  from  for- 
eign countries  as  a  group;  0.24  cent 
per  pound  for  raw  sugar  authorized 
for  importation  from  specified  indi- 
vidual countries  other  than  the  Re- 
public of  the  Philippines;  and  0.34 
cent  per  pound  for  direct-consump- 
tion sugar  authorized  for  importation 
within  the  quota  prorations  for  spe- 
cified foreign  countries  other  than 
the  Republic  of  the  Philippines.  Im- 
portations of  sugar  within  the  quota 
established  for  the  Republic  of  the 
Philippines  are  not  conditioned  upon 
the  payment  of  a  fee. 

An  initial  payment  in  the  form  of  a 
certified  check  payable  to  the  Agri- 
cultural Stabilization  and  Conserva- 
tion Service  must  accompany  each 
application  for  release  of  sugar.  This 
initial  payment  is  to  be  computed  by 
multiplying  the  actual  weight  of  sug- 
ar for  which  authorization  for  re- 
lease of  sugar  for  further  refining  is 
requested  by  a  factor  of  1.05  and 
then  by  the  applicable  fee  per  pound. 
For  direct-consumption  sugar,  the 
initial  payment  is  to  be  computed  by 
applying  a  factor  of  1.07  to  the  actual 
weight  to  determine  the  raw  value 
equivalent  to  which  the  fee  is  appli- 
cable. Final  settlement  is  to  be  based 
upon  the  pounds  of  sugar,  raw  value, 
imported  multiplied  by  the  fee  in  the 
case  of  both  raw  and  direct-consump- 
tion sugar  if  the  sugar  authorized  is 
actually  imported. 

An  importer  may  apply  for  author- 
ization to  import  sugar  at  any  time 
within  the  period  starting  five  days 
before  scheduled  sailing  or  shipment 
and  ending  when  U.S.  Customs  clear- 
ance upon  arrival  in  the  United 
States  is  requested.  This  permits  a 
variety  of  sales  and  shipment  agree- 
ments and  gives  the  importer  the 
option  of  fixing  the  fee  at  the  time  of 
his  choice  within  the  above-stated 
period.   Once  fixed,  however,  the  ap- 
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1962  Sugar  Quotas  and  Prorations 


:Applicable 

:  Quotas   : 

Direct- 

Area  or  Country 

:  Period 

:   and    :< 

consumption 

: Prorations : 

limit 

(Short 

tons,  raw  value) 

Domestic  Beet  Sugar 

Cal 

.Year 

2,650,000 

No  limit 

Mainland  Cane  Sugar 

ti 

11 

895,000 

it   ti 

Hawaii 

ti 

it 

1,110,000 

33, 17^ 

Puerto  Rico 

•1 

ti 

1,11+0,000 

1*5,500 

Virgin  Islands 

u 

it 

15,000 

0 

Total  Domestic  Areas 

11 

11 

5,810,000 

178,67* 

Republic  of  the  Philippines 

11 

it 

1,050,000 

59,920 

Total 

11 

it 

6,860,000 

238,59* 

Peru 

July-Dec 

71,635 

0 

Dominican  Republic 

11 

11 

71,635 

0 

Mexico 

it 

it 

71,635 

0 

Brazil 

11 

« 

68,005 

0 

British  West  Indies 

ti 

ti 

3^,056 

0 

Australia 

ti 

it 

15,053 

0 

Republic  of  China 

ti 

tt 

13,238 

3,795 

French  West  Indies 

it 

11 

H,3l6 

0 

Colombia 

n 

tt 

H,3l6 

0 

Nicaragua 

it 

11 

9,395 

9,395 

Costa  Rica 

it 

tt 

9,395 

1,9** 

Ecuador 

it 

tt 

9,395 

3 

India 

n 

11 

7,580 

0 

Haiti 

n 

it 

7,580 

1,175 

Guatemala 

11 

11 

7,580 

3 

South  Africa 

11 

ti 

7,580 

0 

Panama 

ti 

it 

5,658 

3,817 

El  Salvador 

11 

tt 

3,8^3 

0 

Paraguay- 

11 

tt 

3,736 

0 

British  Honduras 

ti 

u 

3,737 

0 

Fiji  Islands 

11 

it 

3,736 

0 

Belgium 

11 

tt 

91 

91 

All  Countries  -  Authorized  for  Purchase 

it 

it 

300,000 

0 

Total 

11 

tt 

7^7,195 

20,223 

Prorations  Not  Established 

11 

11 

9,312 

Not  Authorized  For  Purchase  At  This 

Time 

11 

it 

316,7^3 

Total 

it 

tt 

326,055 

Full-Duty  Country  Quotas 

Jan 

-June 

162,538 

Non -Quota  Purchase  Authorized 

tt 

tt 

1,60^,212 

Total 

1! — 

11  "" 

1,766,750 

Grand  Total 

Cal 

.Year 

9,700,000 
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UP  FRONT  WITH  THE  LEAGUE -By  A.  W.  Dykers 


Wage-Price    Hearing    Held 

The  Government  Wage-Price  hear- 
lg  was  held  in  Houma,  La.,  on  Fri- 
ay,  July  27th  with  A.  A.  Greenwood 
nd  Ward  S.  Stevenson  of  the  Sugar 
division  presiding. 

Andrew  P.  Gay,  the  well  known 
aerville  Parish  cane  grower  who  is 
le  new  Chairman  of  the  Employee 
ielations  Committee  of  the  Ameri- 
an  Sugar  Cane  League,  presented 
le  case  for  the  Industry  relative  to 
'ages.  He  recommended  that  mini- 
lum  wages  for  sugar  cane  field 
forkers  remain  unchanged. 

Speaking  for  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
ane  Grower-Processor  Committee, 
hich  is  not  a  part  of  the  American 
ugar  Cane  League,  Thomas  H.  Al- 
K  former  Government  representa- 
ve  who  is  now  Executive  Vice-Pres- 
lent  of  Sterling  Sugars,  Inc.,  pre- 
mted  the  joint  recommendations  of 
le  growers  and  processors.  He  rec- 
mmended  that  the  method  of  pricing 


sugar  cane  this  year  be  unchanged 
from  last  year  and  that  the  pricing 
period  for  both  sugar  and  blackstrap 
start  on  October  5,  1962  and  end  on 
February  28,  1963. 

Price  Control 

The  following  paragraph  is  from 
the  Lamborn  Sugar  Report  of  July 
24th  in  which  global  sugar  quotas 
and  import  fees  are  discussed. 

"The  Secretary  can  use  the  import 
fee  without  the  use  of  the  quota  sys- 
tem to  raise  or  lower  the  price  of 
sugar.  The  Secretary  can,  if  he  wants 
the  market  to  go  up,  increase  the  im- 
port fee  to  a  higher  level  so  that  for 
a  time  offerings  of  global  quota  sug- 
ar will  be  slowed  down,  or  dry  up 
completely.  Or,  if  the  Secretary 
thinks  the  U.  S.  duty-paid  price  is 
too  high,  he  can  lower  the  import  fee 
to  any  figure  he  thinks  is  necessary 
to  attract  global  quotas  to  the  U.  S. 
and  thus  cut  the  U.  S.  duty-paid 
price." 


licant  may  not  cancel  an  authoriza- 
on  except  when  importation  is  pre- 
ented  by  force  majeure  or  other  rea- 
ms specifically  stated  in  the  regu- 
itions. 

Detailed  procedures  for  the  pay- 
ment of  sugar  import  fees  and  for 
srtif  ication  of  imports  are  contained 
l  Sugar  Regulation  811  and  in  an 
mendment  to  Sugar  Regulation  817. 
jopies  of  these  regulations  are  avail- 
ble  from  the  Sugar  Division,  Agri- 
iltural  Stabilization  and  Conserva- 
on  Service,  U.  S.  Department  of 
agriculture,  Washington  25,  D.  C. 

Department  officials  are  consider- 
lg  possible  methods  by  which  the 
ate  of  fee  can  be  fixed  on  specific 
uantities  of  sugar  at  an  earlier  date 
rior  to  shipment  of  sugar  than  that 
rovided  under  the  regulation  issued 
)day.  Interested  persons  who  wish 
)  express  views  in  this  regard  should 
>rward  them  to  the  Director  of  the 
ugar  Division  as  early  as  possible. 


tremely  risky  strategy,  to  subjugate 
Congress. 

Inasmuch  as  neither  the  House  or 
the  Senate  is  willing  to  surrender 
on  the  basic  issues  of  its  "rights" 
a  compromise  is  inevitable,  perhaps 
through  a  joint  committee  study  to 
develop  acceptable  procedures. 

The  President  is  in  a  cross-fire. 
Thus  far  he  has  failed  to  ramrod  his 
program  through.  His  Congressional 
leaders  are  beginning  to  suffer  from 
battle  fatigue. 

The  outcome?  History  will  repeat 
itself.  Many  strong  aggressive  lead- 
ers before  him  tried  the  same  strate- 
gy and  failed — miserably. 


N  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  236) 
jarently  he  is  depending  on  his  tre- 
lendous    personal    popularity,    ex- 
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IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  235) 
the  present  weed  control  recommen- 
dations will  do  a  better  job  on  this 
potential  pest. 

Growers  are  urged  to  be  on  the 
lookout  and  to  kill  the  pest  before  it 
spreads  to  the  fields.  The  first  place 
to  look  for  this  weed  is  along  road- 
ways and  on  ditches. 
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!      IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Planting  Time  Here 

Many  growers  throughout  the  cane 
elt  will  plant  more  than  the  usual 
mount  of  cane  this  year.  The  dam- 
ge  done  to  both  plant  and  stubble 
ane  by  the  big  January  1962  freeze 
ill  cause  many  growers  to  plow  out 
lore  stubble  than  would  have  other- 
wise been  done.  It  then  follows  that 
lore  cane  must  be  planted  this  year 
r  the  same  total  acreage  in  cane  is 
3  be  maintained. 

Although  growers  are  well  aware 
f  the  fact  that  the  cane  planting  job 
5  one  of  the  most  important  opera- 
ions  in  the  production  of  the  crop, 
;  is  important  to  remind  growers  of 

few  points  which  are  often  forgot- 
an  in  haste.  The  slogan,  "Haste 
lakes  waste"  is  a  good  one  and  it 
ertainly  applies  in  the  cane  planting 
peration.  Be  better  satisfied  with  a 
ob  well  done  than  with  the  speed  in 
/hich  it  was  accomplished.  Give 
jome  real  thought  to  varieties  and 
heir  soil  adaptations.  Plant  C.  P.  48- 
03  on  light  soils.  Plant  seed  plots 
iway  from  mosaic  infected  varieties, 
ipend  some  time  making  plans.  Cal- 
lulate  the  amount  of  time  it  will  take 
o  complete  the  job.  If  it  appears 
hat  the  job  will  be  rushed  if  the 
danting  begins  at  the  usual  time 
tart  planting  sooner  than  usual. 
Consider  doing  some  August  plant- 
ng  if  seed  is  tall  enough  to  do  this. 
u.  P.  44-101  responds  rather  well  to 
Vugust  planting. 

It  is  very  important  to  watch  the 
seed  cutting  operation  very  carefully 
hroughout  the  entire  planting  oper- 
ition  but  especially  at  the  beginning 


of  the  season.  Check  the  topping  op- 
eration often.  Top  seed  in  a  sound 
joint  not  in  the  leaf  roll.  Do  not  try 
to  stretch  seed.  Plant  two  stalks 
with  a  good  lap.  Plant  cane  —  not 
gaps.  Don't  try  to  plant  seven,  eight, 
nine  or  ten  acres  from  one  acre,  but 
put  good  sound  seed  in  the  ground 
and  forget  about  how  much  one  acre 
of  seed  is  planting.  Don't  cut  the 
seed  piece  into  two  pieces  in  the 
planting  furrow  when  doing  summer 
planting  unless  the  seed  has  10  or 
more  joints. 

Don't  bury  cane!  Dr.  Leo  He- 
bert  of  the  Houma  Station  recom- 
mends that  summer  plant  cane  be 
covered  with  no  more  than  two  inches 
of  cultipacked  soil  at  the  time  of 
planting  and  an  additional  two  inches 
of  soil  be  brought  to  this  cane  when 
it  is  laid-by  in  the  fall.  Dr.  Hebert 
also  recommends  that  fall  planted 
cane  be  covered  with  approximately 
4  inches  of  cultipacked  soil.  It  is  al- 
ways good  to  clean  drains  as  soon 
after  planting  as  possible. 

Many  growers  as  well  as  several 
researchers  have  mentioned  that  the 
variety  N.  Co.  310  is  "going  back"  or 
deteriorating.  Experimental  data  col- 
lected from  replicated  yield  tests  con- 
ducted on  many  plantations  by  Mr. 
Rouby  Matherne  of  the  U.  S.  D.  A. 
Houma  Station  and  Dr.  T.  J.  Stafford 
of  the  L.  S.  U.  Station  show  that 
N.  Co.  310  is  not  yielding  as  well  as 
it  did  in  the  past.  The  variety  ap- 
pears to  have  lost  some  of  its  stub- 
bling  ability.  A  recent  survey  made 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


The  battle  royal  between  the  Sen- 
ate, the  House  of  Representatives 
and  the  President  has  developed  in- 
teresting sidelights  on  the  contro- 
versial Farm  Bill. 

Several  weeks  ago  the  House 
passed  a  one-year  extension  on  the 
present  wheat  and  feed  grains  pro- 
gram and  a  plan  for  reducing  pay- 
ments on  dairy  products.  It  was  gen- 
eral knowledge  that  the  President 
was  not  at  all  pleased  with  the  House 
treatment,  nevertheless  he  did  noth- 
ing to  oppose  it. 

Senate  leaders  and  particularly 
Senator  Ellender,  Chairman  of  the 
Senate  Committee  on  Agriculture, 
say  they  will  not  accept  the  one-year 
extension  passed  by  the  House.  Sen- 
ator Ellender,  by  heroic  efforts,  man- 
aged to  get  his  committee  to  report 
out  a  slightly  revised  feed-grain  pro- 
gram plus  a  referendum  to  permit 
farmers  to  choose  between  a  wheat 
certificate  program  on  the  1963  crop 
and  a  limited  production  with  sup- 
ports from  zero  to  50  per  cent  of 
parity  and  no  dairy  provisions.  Sen- 
ator Ellender  has  vowed  he  will  try 
on  the  floor  to  restore  mandatory 
feed-grain  controls  effective  in  1963. 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Legislative  Triangle 

The  filibuster  headed  by  Senator 
Morse  against  the  Communications 
Satellite  Bill  has  delayed  action  on 
the  Farm  Bill  and  has  done  nothing 
to  promote  friendly  relations  between 
individual  members  of  the  Senate. 
With  tempers  like  they  are  anything 
can  happen,  particularly  to  the  Farm 
Bill  if  and  when  it  is  called  up  for 
debate.  Whatever  the  Senate  does 
the  President  won't  like,  neither  will 
the  House  of  Representatives.  The 
President  is  in  the  position  of  having 
to  support  Senator  Ellender  in  his 
fight  to  restore  mandatory  feed  grain 
controls  knowing  that  if  Ellender  is 
successful  his  chance  of  getting  a 
conference  committee  of  the  House  to 
accept  feed  and  grain  controls  is  zero. 

So  far  all  participants  in  the  three- 
cornered  fracas  seem  to  be  going 
strong  but  the  battle  will  have  to 
end  soon.  Just  what  kind  of  a  com- 
promise can  be  reached  is  anybody's 
guess  but  if  the  battle  should  end  in 
a  draw  and  no  farm  legislation  is  en- 
acted, the  wheat  program  would  re- 
vert to  the  1938  law  and  the  feed 
grains  to  the  1958  law,  something 
that  neither  the  farmers,  the  Presi- 
dent nor  Congress  wants. 


in  one  area  by  Dr.  Nat  Zummo 
showed  a  considerable  amount  of 
Stunting  Disease  present  in  N.  Co. 
310.  Dr.  Zummo  recommends  that 
growers  continue  to  treat  N.  Co.  310 
for  the  control  of  Stunting  Disease. 
Dr.  Zummo  also  suggests  that  grow- 


ers review  the  heat  treating  recom- 
mendations and  that  close  supervi- 
sion be  given  this  operation.  Watch 
the  temperature  carefully.  Remember, 
if  the  temperature  goes  too  high,  the 
cane  is  killed  and  if  the  temperature 
is  too  low  the  disease  is  not  killed. 
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THE  SUGAR  BULLETtf 


PRODUCTION  OF  SUGAR  IN  LOUISIANA  1900-  1961 


Grop 

Production 

Crop 

Production 

Tear 

1,000  short 

Year 

1,000  short 

tons 

tons 

1900 

309 

1937 

U01 

1901 

360 

1938 

U91 

1902 

369 

1939 

U36 

1903 

256 

19U0 

23U 

190U 

398 

19U1 

322 

;1905 

377 

19U2 

397 

1906 

258 

19U3 

U32 

1907 

381 

19UU 

396 

1908 

398 

19U5 

370 

1909 

327 

19W 

331 

1910 

350 

19U7 

297 

1911 

360 

19U8 

393 

1912 

157 

19U9 

101* 

1913 

299 

1950 

U5i 

191U 

22*8 

1951 

295 

1915 

lljO 

1952 

U51 

1916 

310 

1953 

U79 

1917 

2h9 

195U 

U78 

1918 

286 

1955 

U5U 

1919 

12i* 

1956 

U29 

1920 

173 

1957 

396 

1921 

331 

1958 

UU3 

1922 

301 

1959 

hho 

1923 

165 

I960 

U69 

192h 

90 

1961 

650 

1925 

1U2 

Q 

1926 

U8 

Production  reported 

on  96  basis 

1927 

72 

prior  to  193U,  raw  value  basis 

1928 

135 

thereafter 

1929 

20U 

1930 

188 

1931 

160 

1932 

228 

1933 

209 

193U 

23U 

1935 

339 

1936 

386 
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THE  SUGAR  BULLETIN 


NUMBER  OF  PRODUCER-PAYEES,  NUMBER  OF  FARMS  GROWING  SUGAR  CANE, 
UND  AVERAGE  SUGAR  CANE  ACREAGE  GROWING  PER  FARM  IN  LOUISIANA 

1937  -  1961 


brop 

Number  of 

Number 

Average  sugar  cane 

llear 

producer- 

of  farms 

acreage  growing 

payees 

per  farm 

1937 

16,572 

10,260 

30.1 

1938 

16,901 

10,U68 

28.3 

11939 

17,701 

10,918 

2U.5 

L9UO 

15,635 

9,332 

28  .k 

191*1 

1U,509 

8,599 

30.7 

19U2 

1U,329 

8,671 

3U.U 

1913 

13,U39 

8,052 

36.1 

mk 

12,662 

7,556 

36.5 

19U5 

3D,3UU 

6,30U 

UU.0 

19U6 

10,151 

6,Ua 

U7.8 

19U7 

9,605 

5,689 

52.8 

19U8 

3X),208 

5,957 

50.2 

Wh9 

9,711 

5,559 

5U.1 

"1950 

9,OU7 

5,028 

60.2 

1951 

8,755 

U,833 

58.0 

1952 

8,237 

U,b63 

66.0 

1953 

7,51)0 

U,oio 

75.8 

195U 

7,381* 

3,883 

70.3 

1955 

7,U2U 

3,861 

66.U 

1956 

7,176 

3,703 

62.6 

1957 

6,639 

3,3U3 

7U.3 

1958 

5,936 

2,908 

82.6 

1959 

5,697 

2,686 

101.5 

I960 

5,568 

2,5U7 

110.6 

1961 

5,662 

2,53U 

118.3 
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UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Louisiana  ASCS  State  Office 
528  Monroe  Street 
Alexandria,  Louisiana 

TONS  OF  SUGARCANE  GROUND  FOR   SUGAR,  TOTAL  AMOUNT   PAID,   AND  AMOUNT  PAID  PER  ACTUAL  AND  STANDARO  TON  OF  SUGARCANE  GROUND  BY  LOUISIANA  SUGAR  NILU 

1961  CKCf 

Company  Owned  Sugarcane 


Actual 
Cane 
Tons 


Standard 
Cane 
Tons 


Amount  Paid 


Acct. 
Cane 


Acct. 
Molasses 


Total 
Amount 


Freight  Area(a) 
Amt.  paid  per 

actual  ton 
Amt.  paid  per 

standard  ton 

Freight  Area(b) 
Amt.  paid  per 

actual  ton 
Amt.  paid  per 

standard  ton 

Freight  Area(c) 
Amt.  paid  per 

actual  tor. 
Amt.  paid  p«»r 

standard  ton 

STATE 
Amt.  paid  per 
actual  ton 
Amt.  paid  per 
standard  ton 


1*931,144  2,071,795   $13,872,244.94  $368,645,61  $14,240,890.55 

$  7.183  19.089  *  $  7.374 

6.696  17.794  6.874 

749,341    816,162  $  5,478,668.87  $149*120.72  $  5,627,789.59 

7.311  19.900  7.510 

6.713  18.271  6.895 

572,701    614,328    4,094,149.17  $114,517.49  $  4,208,666.66 

7.149  19.996  7.349 

6.664  18.641  6.851 

3,253,186  3,502,285  $23,445,062.98  $632,283.82  $24,077,346.80 

7.207  19,436  7.401 

6.694  18,053  6.875 

Independent  Grower's  Sugarcane 


Actual 

Cane 

Tons 


Standard 
Cane    Acct. 
Tons    Cane 


Amount  Paid 
Acct. 


Molasses 


Total 
Amount 


Freight  Area(a) 
Amt.  paid  per 

actual  ton 
Amt.  paid  per 
standard  ton 

Freight  Area(b) 
Amt.  paid  per 

actual  ton 
Amt.  paid  per 
standard  ton 

Freight  Area(c) 
Amt.  paid  per 

actual  tor. 
Amt.  paid  p*r 
standard  ton 

STATE 
Amt.  paid  per 
actual  ton 
Amt.  paid  per 
standard  ton 

258 


1,964,283  2,143,184  $l4,4lO,571o39  $392,397.75  $14,802,969.14 

$     7.336                          19.977   t  $     7.536 

6.724                          18.309  6.907 

1,439,501   1,575,671  $10,551,246.44  $287,192c36  $10,838,438,30 

7.330                          19.951  7.529 

6.696                          18.227  6.879 

458,509       495,588  $  3,292,966.89  $  91,718.80  $  3,384,685.69 

7.182                           20.004  7.382 

6.645                          18.507  6.830 

3,862,293  4,214,443   $28,254,784.72  $771,308.91  $29, 026, 093. 63 1 

7.316                           19.970  7.515 

6.704                          18.302  6.887 

THE  SUGAR  BULLETH 


Actual 
Cane 

Standard 
Cane 

Aaount  Paid 

Acct. 
Cane 

Acct. 
Molasses 

Total 
Amount 

Freight  Area  (a) 
Aaount  paid  par  actual  ton 
Amount  paid  par  standard  ton 

3,895,427 

4,214,979 

$28,282,816.33 
$    7.261 
6.710 

$761,043.36 
19.537    i 
18.056 

$29,043,859.69 
$    7.456 
6.891 

Freight  Art*   (b) 
Aaount  paid  par  actual  ton 
Aaount  paid  per  standard  ton 

2,188,842 

2,391,833 

$16,029,915.31 
7.323 
6.702 

$436,313.08 
19.934 
18.242 

$16,466,228.39 
7.523 
6.884 

Freight  Area  (c) 
Aaount  paid  per  actual  ton 
Aaount  paid  per  standard  ton 

1,031,210 

1,109,916 

$  7,387,116.06 
7.164 
6.656 

$206,236.29 
19.999 
18.581 

$  7,593,352.35 
7.364 
6.841 

STATE 

Aaount  paid  per  actual  ton 
Aaount  paid  per  standard  ton 

7,115,479 

7,716,728 

$51,699,847.70 
7.266 
6.700 

$1,403,592.73 
19.726 
18.189 

$53,103,440.43 
7.463 
6.882 

Freight  Area  (a)  -  All  aillls  except  those  Included  In  Freight  Areas  (b)  and  (c)  -  24  mills 

Freight  Area  (b)  -  Mills  located  north  of  Boyou  Goula  betwien  the  Atchafalaya  and  Mississippi  Rivers  and  southeast  of 
New  Iberia  west  of  the  Atchafalaya  River  -  14  mills 

Freight  Area  (c)  -  Mills  located  north  and  west  of  New  Iberia  weat  of  the  Atchafalaya  River  -  8  mills 

Total  -  46  -Ills 


L935-36 
L936-37 
L937-38 
L938-39 
L939-40 
L940-41 
L941-42 
L942-43 
L943-44 
L944-45 
L945-46 
L946-47 
L947-48 
1948-49 
L949-50 
L950-51 
L951-52 
L952-53 
L953-54 
1954-55 
L955-56 
L956-57 
L957-58 
L958-59 
L959-60 
L960-61 
L961-62 


SEASON  AVERAGE  PRICES 

SEASON  RAWS 

(Cents  Per  Lb.) 

(Oct.  18  -  Feb.  28) 3.2316 

(Oct.  16  -  Feb.  25) 3.6660 

(Oct.    8  -  Feb.  24) ..„ 3.1924 

(Oct.  14  -  Feb.  23) 2.8195 

(Oct  13  -  Mch.  29) 2.9229 

(Oct.  10  -  Mch.  28) 2.9729 

(Oct.  10  -  Apr.    2) 3.6121 

(Oct.    9 -Apr.    1) 3.73 

(Oct.    8  -  Mch.  30) 3.73 

(Oct.  13  -  Mch.  29) 3.75 

(Oct.  12  -  Jan.  31). 3.75 

(Oct.  11  -  Jan.  30) 5.817 

(Oct.    3 -Jan.  29) 6.206 

(Oct.    8  -  Jan.  27) 5.6184 

(Oct.    7  -  Jan.  26) 5.8181 

(Oct.    6  -  Jan.  25) 6.1941 

(Oct.  19  -  Jan.  31) 5.8223 

(Oct  10  -  Jan.  29) 6.2088 

(Oct.    9  -  Feb.  25) 6.0932 

(Oct.    8  -  Feb.  24) 5.9592 

(Oct    7  -  Apr.  26) 5.8934 

(Oct.    5  -  Apr.  25) 6.1783 

(Oct.  11  -  Feb.  22) 6.1287 

(Oct.  10  -  Feb.  26) 6.2312 

(Oct.    9  -  Jan.  28) 6.1819 

(Oct.    7  -  Jan.  26) 6.4828 

(Oct.    7  -  Jan.  22) 6.3153 


BLACKSTRAP 

(Cents  Per  Gallon) 

6.0940 

6.1700 

5.3278 

2.9976 

5.0890 

6.4087 
16.1862 
17.8245 
18.00 
17.6737 
18.00 
18.00 
26.762 

9.6998* 

6.6417 
29.2297 
28.68 

8.8016 
10.0087 

9.7477 
10.7797* 
25.7443* 
12.6885 
12.5653 

9.1907* 
13.0843* 
12.0694 


'1948-49  Blackstrap  period  ended  March  31,  1949 
1955-56  Blackstrap  period  ended  February  23,  1956 
1956-57  Blackstrap  period  ended  February  28,  1957 
1959-60  Blackstrap  period  ended  April  28,  1960 
1960-61  Blackstrap  period  ended  April  27,  1961 
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QUOTATIONS  ISSUED  BT  THE  LOUSIANA  SUGAR  EXCHANGE,  INC, 

ON  RAW  SUGAR  AND  BUCKSTRAP  MOIASSES 

1961-1962  PRICING  PERIOD 


Date 


N.I. 


N.O, 


B»  strap. 


Oct.     6 

6.15          6.15 

12.50 

7 

No  Market 

8 

Sunday 

9 

6.12          6.12 

12.50 

10 

6.12          6.08* 

12.50 

11 

6.12          6.10 

12.50 

12 

No  Market 

Weekly  Avg. 

Raws  6.1125     B»  strap.  12.5000 

Oct.  13 

6.XS          6.12* 

12.50 

11* 

No  Market 

15 

Sunday 

16 

6.15          6.12* 

12.50 

17 

6.15          6.U*** 

12.50 

18 

6.15          6.15* 

12.50 

19 

6.15          6.15* 

12.50 

Weekly  Avg. 

Raws  6.1360     B«j 

strap.  12.5000 

Oct.  20 

6.20          6.18* 

13.00 

21 

No  Market 

22 

Sunday 

23 

6.20          6.20* 

12.625 

2k 

6.25          6.23 

12.625 

2$ 

6.30          6.28 

12.625 

26 

6.30          6.25* 

12.50 

Weekly  Avg. 

Raws  6.2280    B« strap.  12.6750 

Oct.  27 

6.30          6.25* 

12.50 

28 

No  Market 

29 

Sunday 

30 

6.30          6.25* 

12.50 

31 

6.30          6.25* 

12.50 

Nov.     1 

6.30          6.25 

12.50 

2 

6.30          6.25 

12.50 

Weekly  Avg 

,  Raws  6.2500    B« strap.  12.5000 

Nov.     3 

6.30          6.25* 

12.50 

U 

No  Market 

5 

Sunday 

6 

6.30          6.25 

12.50 

7 

No  Market 

8 

6.30          6.25 

12.00 

9 

6.25          6.25* 

12.00 

Weekly  Avg 

■  Raws  6.2500    B« 

strap.  12.2500 

Nov.  10 

6.25          6.23* 

12.00 

11 

No  Market 

12 

Sunday 

13 

6.25          6.23* 

12.00 

11* 

6.23          6.22** 

12.00 

15 

6.23          6.20* 

12.00 

16 

6.31          6.23* 

12.00 

Weekly  Avg 

.  Raws  6.2220    B' 

Btrap.  12.0000 

Nov.  17 

6.31          6.26 

12.00 

18 

No  Market 

19 

Sunday 

20 

6.31          6.27 

12.00 

21 

6.31          6.2735**  12.00 

22 

6.31          6.29* 

11.75 

23 

No  Market 

Weekly  Avg 

.  Raws  6.273U    B» 

strap.  11.9375 

Date 

Nov.  21* 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 
Weekly  Avg, 

Dec.     1 

2 

3 

1* 

5 

6 

7 
Weekly  Avg, 


N.T. 


Dec, 


8 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
11* 
Weekly  Avg. 

Dec.  15 

16 

17 

IB 

19 

20 

21 
Weekly  Avg. 

Dec.  22 
23 
2li 
25 
26 
27 
28 


N.O, 


6.31  6.27* 

No  Market 
Sunday 


6.31 
6.31 
6.31 
6.31 
Raws  6, 


6.27* 
6.27* 
6.27 
6.27 


B1  strap, 
11.75 


11.75 
11.75 
11.75 
11.75 


6.31 

No  Market 

Sunday 

6.31 

6.31 

6.31 

6.31 


2700    B*  strap.  11.7500i 
6.27*        11.75 


6.27* 
6.27* 
6.27* 
6.27* 


11.75 
11.75 
11.75 
11.75 


Raws  6.2700    B' strap.  11.75001 


6.31  6.27 

No  Market 
Sunday 


6.35 
6.iiD 

6.1*5 
6.1*5 


33* 
31* 
38* 
1*0 


11.75 


11.75 
11.75 
11.75 
11.75 


Raws  6.3380  B» strap.  11.7500 


6.1*5    6.38* 
No  Market 
Sunday 


11.75 


6.1*2 
6.1*2 
6.1*5 
6.1*5 


6.38* 
6.36* 
6.3615**  11.75 
6.36         11.75 


11.75 
11.75 


Raws  6.3683    B' strap.  11.750C 


6.1*5  6.1*3 

No  Market 
Sunday 
No  Market 
6.1*5         6.1*3 
6.1*5  6.1*3 

6.1*5         6.1*3 


11.75 


11.75 
11.75 
11.75 


Weekly  Avg.  Raws  6.1*300     B«  strap.  11.750(i 


Dec. 


Jan. 


29 
30 
31 

1 

2 

3 

1* 
Weekly  Avg, 

Jan.    5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

Weekly  Avg, 


6.1*5         6.1*0*       11.75 

No  Market 

Sunday 

No  Market 

6.1*5  6.1*0  11.75 

6.1*5         6.1*0*        11.75 

6.1*5         6.1*0         11.75 

Raws  6.1*000    B«  strap.  11.75« 


6.1*5  6.1*3 

No  Market 
Sunday 


6.1*5 
6.1*5 
6.1*5 
6.1*5 


6.1*3 
6.1*3 
6.1*3 
6.1*3* 


11.75 


11.75 
11.75 
11.75 
11.75 


Raws  6.1*300     B«  strap.   11.750C 
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Date 


N.Y. 


N.O. 


B»  strap. 


Date 


H.I. 


H.O, 


B'  strap. 


Jan.  12 
13 
U* 
15 
16 
17 
18 


6.U5        6.I43 
Ho  Market 

Sunday 


6.1£ 
6.U5 
6.1i5 

6.1*8 


6.I43 
6.10 
6.U3 
6.U3 


11.7$ 


11.75 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 


Weekly  Avg.  Raws  6.1i300     B«  strap.  11.9000 


Jan.  19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
2U 
25 


6.1*8    6.U6 
Ho  Market 
Sunday 


6, 
6.1*5 

6.1.5 
6.1*5 


6.U6 
6.1*3 
6.1*3 
6.1*3 


12.00 


12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 


Weekly  Avg.  Raws  6.1*1*20    B*  strap.  12.0000 


Jan.  26 
27 


29 
30 
31 

1 


6.1*5    6.1*3 
Ho  Market 
Sunday 


Feb, 


6.1*0 
6.1*0 
6.1*0 
6.1*0 


6.38 
6.38 
6.38 
6.38 


12.00 


12.00 
12.00 
12.00 
12.00 


Weekly  Avg.  Raws  6.3900  B' strap.  12.0000 


Feb.  2 
3 
U 

5 
6 

7 

8 
Weekly  Avg. 

Feb.  9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

11* 

15 
Weekly  Avg. 

Feb.  16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 
Weekly  Avg, 


6.1*0    6.38  12.00 

No  Market 

Sunday 

6.1*0    6.38  12.00 

6.1*0    6.38  12.00 

6.1*0    6.38  12.00 

6.1*0    6.38  12.00 

Raws  6.3800  B» strap.  12.0000 


6.1*0    6.38 
No  Market 
Sunday 
Ho  Market 
6.1*0    6.38 
6.35    6.33 
6.35    6.33 


12.00 


12.25 
12.25 
12.25 


Raws  6.3550    B« strap.  12.1B75 


6.35         6.33 


12.50 


Ho  Market 

Sunday 

6.35         6.33         12.75 

6.35  6.33*        12.75 

6.35         6.33         12.75 

Ho  Market 

Raws  6.3300     B' strap.  12.6875 


*  Local  Sale 
#*  Average 


SEASON'S  AVERAGE  FRIGES 


RAWS 
6.3153 


BIACKSTOAP 
12.0691* 


UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  CfF  AGRICULTURE,  ASCS 
1961  CROP 


LOUISIANA 


NUMBER  OF  FARMS,  PAYEES,  PROPORTIONATE  SHARES  AND  PLANTED 
ACRES  AND  TONS  OF  CANE  MARKETED  FOR  SUGAR  BY  SIZE  GROUPS 


Number 

Number 

Proportionate 

Actual  Net 

Size  Groups  l/ 

of 

of 

Sbare 

Tons  of 

Planted.  Acres 

Farms 
226 

Payees 
3^1 

Acres 

Planted  Acres  l/ 
627.2 

Cane 

0.1  -  1+.9 

627.2 

IIIO2.3 

5.0  -  9.9 

21*2 

1*02 

1684.6 

1681*. 6 

29022.6 

10.0  -  2i*. 9 

1*75 

787 

7836.8 

7836.8 

160716.5 

25.0  -  49.9 

1*70 

1012 

17169.5 

17169.5 

386912.6 

50.0  -  99.9 

1*79 

1335 

31*080.1 

31*080.1 

777^07.1 

100.0  -  199.9 

321* 

912 

1*5230.6 

1*5230.6 

IO68788.9 

200.0  -  299.9 

118 

357 

28836.6 

28836.6 

706675.7 

300.0  -  399.9 

66 

187 

22355.7 

22355.7 

555173.5 

1*00.0  -  U99.9 

**3 

101 

19100.7 

19100.7 

1*72718.1 

500.0  and  above 

91 

228 

122696.2 

122696.2 

291*61+37.1* 

Totals 

2,531* 

5,662 

299,618.0 

299,618.0  7,ll4>954.7 

1/  Harvested  for  sugar  (except  livestock  sugar)  and  seed  plus  bona  fide 
abandoned  acres  not  in  excess  of  the  farm  proportionate  share. 
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PRODUCTION  BY  LOUISIANA 

Tons  of  Sugar 

Gross  tons  Net  tons 

Name  of  Factory  of  cane  of  cane 

ground  ground  Refined 
for  sugar for  sugar Granulated 

Albania 147,951  137,514  — 

Alma 155,253  144,565  — 

Angola 74,415  68,525  — 

Armant 212,058  197,002  — 

Audubon 1,473  1,375  — 

Billeaud 127,335  116,798  — 

Breaux  Bridge 126,502  118,051  — 

Caldwell 190,147  176,748  — 

Catherine  (L) 108,463  97,987  — 

Catherine  (S) 103,313  99,296  (Pit.  Granulated) 

Cedar  Grove 106,968  101,037  — 

Cinclare 156,074  145,926  — 

Columbia  (C&G) 99,885  95,696  (Pit.  Granulated) 

Columbia  (F) 109,149  100,555  — 

Cora-Texas 95,244  88,968  — 

Cypremort 142,167  133,569  — 

Duhe-Bourgeois 169,376  160,114  — 

Enterprise 178,191  165,428  — 

Erath 105,475  97,133  — 

Evan  Hall 368,099  348,626  — 

Georgia 170,869  157,869  — 

Glenwood 218,507  204,833  13,971 

Greenwood 204,883  189,680  — 

Helvetia 177,312  166,710  — 

Iberia 239,746  224,985  — 

Leighton 248,349  221,568  — 

Levert-St.  John 181,156  167,527  — 

Little-Texas 76,874  70,341  — 

Lula 200,405  184,745  — 

Meeker 131,914  119,682  — 

Oaklawn 258,156  240,007  — 

Poplar  Grove 132,559  124,236  — 

Raceland 317,859  288,263  — 

San  Francisco 61,536  60,816  (Pit.  Granulated) 

St.  James 217,651  206,179  — 

St.  Mary 183,966  170,731  — 

Smithfield 152,009  140,644  — 

Southdown 215,253  198,931  17,719 

Sterling 307,025  287,195  — 

Supreme 222,019  203,824  17,160 

Terrebonne 220,939  205,110  — 

Valentine 193,200  180,921  — 

Vida 78,619  75,052  — 

Westfield 198,105  181,408  — 

Wilbert's  Myrtle  Grove 151,834  140,371  — 

Youngsville 120,970  111,956  — 

TOTAL 7,659,253  7,118,497 48,850 

1  Based  on  partly  estimated  weights  and  polarizations  as  reported  on  forms  SU-123. 
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!ANE  MILLS,  1961  CROP 


.ctually  Produced 

Blackstrap  Molasses 

Total  Sugar 

Gallons 

Turbinados 

Raw 

Prod.  Raw 

Gallons 

Prod. 

Sugar 

Value 

Produced 

80°  Brix 

— 

13,524 

13,836 

835,028 

924,958 

— 

11,858 

11,955 

863,433 

1,040,353 

310 

4,063 

4,450 

596,721 

700,171 

— 

17,579 

17,965 

1,096,895 

1,297,521 

— 

109 

114 

13,108 

14,355 

— 

10,449 

10,647 

724,199 

819,318 

— 

10,580 

10,744 

724,269 

853,542 

— 

15,984 

16,287 

1,070,348 

1,337,884 

— 

7,940 

8,068 

568,516 

681,255 

— 

5,218 

6,818 

252,924 

280,612 

— 

8,416 

8,551 

743,422 

755,037 

— 

12,325 

12,374 

900,808 

1,039,321 

— 

2,597 

6,104 

220,000 

268,330 

— 

9,842 

9,992 

524,673 

592,419 

1,876 

4,510 

6,639 

411,900 

427,186 

— 

12,874 

12,874 

685,100 

836,480 

— 

14,878 

15,175 

923,977 

1,077,292 



14,964 

15,184 

936,975 

1,037,916 



8,606 

8,713 

503,040 

583,960 



30,121 

30,511 

2,076,078 

2,415,050 



— 

.   14,949 

881,005 

1,009,725 



18,904 

19,225 

1,425,203 

1,440,656 



17,144 

17,639 

1,136,596 

1,254,192 



15,177 

15,251 

947,484 

1,097,579 



20,441 

20,618 

1,039,871 

1,283,398 



20,321 

20,643 

1,316,081 

1,562,654 

~" "~ 

14,14* 

14,612 

1,107,840 

1,181,896 



5,663 

5,748 

316,000 

330,510 



17,470 

17,772 

1,148,645 

1,255,887 

2,210 

8,094 

10,811 

900,685 

901,894 

15,225 

8,042 

24,415 

1,350,610 

1,602,177 

— 

10,881 

10,904 

734,185 

905,664 

6,672 

20,739 

28,520 

1,835,720 

1,940,975 

— 

— 

2,960 

— 

— 

— 

19,100 

19,435 

922,680 

1,253,431 

— 

16,729 

17,259 

858,546 

1,041,366 

— 

11,425 

11,533 

1,036,264 

1,106,044 

— 

— 

19,114 

1,033,729 

1,279,550 

— 

29,519 

30,198 

1,703,127 

1,918,207 

— 

— 

18,361 

1,739,662 

1,763,675 

— 

19,298 

19,770 

1,118,168 

1,348,222 

— 

3,997 

17,124 

1,072,525 

1,300,921 

— 

6,963 

7,124 

400,000 

442,418 

12,235 

17,223 

17,503 

1,139,493 

1,253,751 

— 

11,049 

11,143 

918,489 

946,186 

— 

9,582 

538,346 

9,882 
649,514 

743,278 
41,567,300 

859,600 

i  38,528 

47,263,538 
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"Sugar  Factory  Insurance 
Specialists" 

GILLIS.  HULSE  and  COLCOCK,  Inc. 


839  Union  St. 


New  Orleans,   La. 


Telephone    JA    2-1225 


THE  BARTLETT  TANNIN 

PRODUCTS  COMPANY 

Walter   M.    Bartlett 

LIQUID  CHEMICALS  IN  BULK 

1460  South  Peters  St. 

New  Orleans  13,  La. 


Commercial  Members  of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE 

LEAGUE  OF  THE  U.S.A.,  INC. 

AMERICAN  MOLASSES   CO.,  OF 

GODCHAUX  SUGAR   REFINING  CO. 

LOUISIANA,   INC. 

Carondelet  Bldg. 

400  N.  Gayoso  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

PELICAN  STATE  LIME  CORPN. 

HARRY  L.   LAWS   &  CO.,   INC. 

P.  O.  Drawer  969 

126  Carondelet  Street 

Morgan  City,  La. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 

PENICK  &  FORD  LTD.,   INC. 

National  Bank  of  Commerce  Bldg. 

THE    HIBERNIA    NATIONAL    BANK 

New  Orleans,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ESSO  STANDARD  OIL  COMPANY 

LAMBORN  &  COMPANY,   INC. 

(Louisiana  Division) 

1101   Carondelet  Bldg. 

P.  O.  Box   1250          New  Orleans  10,  La. 

New   Orleans,    La. 

STANDARD   SUPPLY   &   HARDWARE 

LeBourgeois  Brokerage  Co.,  Inc. 

CO.,   INC. 

823  Perdido  Street 

822   Tchoupitoulas  St. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

M.  &  L.  TRACTOR  CO. 

STATE  AGRICULTURAL  CREDIT 

1201   St.  Charles  Street 

CORP.,   INC. 

Houma,   Louisiana 

837  Whitney  Building 

New  Orleans,  La. 

H.  B.   NAQUIN 

Agricultural  and  Industrial 

WHITNEY  NATIONAL  BANK 

Thibodaux,   La. 

New  Orleans,  La. 

ca 


OF   QUALITY 


HARVESTERS 
LEVELERS 
CANE  TRAILERS 
STUBBLE  SHAVERS 


J.   &.   L.   ENGINEERING  CO.,   INC. 


•  LOADERS 

•  CARTS 

•  MECHANICAL  HOES 

•  DRAIN  CLEANERS 

Jeanerette,  Louisiana 
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Clifford  LeBlanc,  White  Castle,  La.  P.  Chauvin  Wilkinson,  Port  Allen,  La. 

J.  Wilson  Lepine,  Thibodaux,  La.  M.  V.  Yarbrough,  Youngsville,  La. 

HONORARY  MEMBERS 

L.  A.  Borne,  Raceland,  La.  Wallace  C.  Kemper,  New  Orleans,  La. 
David  W.  Pipes,  Jr.,  Houma,  La. 


We  stand  for  the  encouragement  of  Home 
Industries  as  against  Foreign  Competition 
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UP  FRONT 
WITH  THE  LEAGUE 


by  A.  W.  Dykers 


The  Old  Mule 

Our  Old  Mule  has  gone  cosmopoli- 
tan and,  apparently  he  likes  it.  Since 
he  has  been  fooling  around  with  these 
global  quotas  he  has  been  as  spry  as 
a  colt  and,  right  now,  is  twenty  points 
stronger  than  he  was  before  he  be- 
came a  "world"  character. 

We  have  been  out  of  touch  with 
the  market  for  a  couple  of  weeks  and 
some  people  have  hinted  that  this  has 
been ,  a  helpful  factor.  Frankly,  we 
are  inclined  to  discount  the  absentee 
theory  but  have  been  trying  to  talk 
the  boss  into  a  couple  of  weeks  more 
to  allow  the  thing  to  jell.  There,  is 
no  denying  the  fact  that  when  we 
left  on  our  vacation  the  local  quota- 
tion was  6.38  and  now  it  is  6.58.  This, 
of  course,  could  be  just  a  coincidence. 

Proportionate  Shares 

Be  sure  to  read  the  excerpts  from 
the  1963  crop  proportionate  shares 
beginning  on  page  270  of  this  issue. 

For  the  first  time  in  history,  a 
significant  number  of  acres  over  and 
above  the  basic  proportionate  shares 
has  been  set  aside  for  use  by  the 
Louisiana  cane  farmers.    These  are: 

(1)  825  acres  for  adjustments  by 
County  and  State  A.S.C.S. 
Committees  when  proportion- 
ate shares  for  certain  farms 
are  not  comparable  to  the  pro- 
portionate shares  of  other 
farms,  considering  specified 
factors. 

(2)  825  acres  for  new-producer 
farms. 

(3)  10,000  acres  (plus  any  unused 
portions  of  the  above  two 
reserves)  to  increase  propor- 
tionate shares  for  farms  of 
growers  who  request  increases. 


This  is  really  an  outstanding  ac- 
complishment .aiicL^ie  Proportionate 
Shares  Commrttee^o^  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League,  headed  by  W.  S. 
Chadwick,  J  has  earned  the  plaudits 
of  the  Industry  |br  a^jbb  well  done. 

^%tcjf>]ades 

While  we  are  conferring  accolades, 
this  department  would  like  to  compli- 
ment the  very  many  people  who 
helped  directly  and  indirectly  in  the 
successful  passage  of  the  new  Sugar 
Act. 

We  feel  that  this  legislation  has 
elevated  the  domestic  sugar  industry 
to  its  rightful  place  among  the  highly 
respected  and  very  essential  indus- 
tries of  our  nation. 

King  Sucrose  XXI 

Warren  J.  Harang,  Jr.,  the  immedi- 
ate past  President  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League,  has  been  select- 
ed to  reign  as  King  Sucrose  XXI  dur- 
ing the  Annual  Sugar  Cane  Festival 
Celebration  to  be  held  in  New  Iberia, 
Louisiana,  September  28th  thru  Sep- 
tember 30th. 

Warren,  who  is  a  special  friend  of 
ours  and  certainly  a  special  friend  of 
the  Louisiana  sugar  industry,  is 
about  as  active  in  business  and  civic 
affairs  as  it  is  possible  for  any  one 
to  be.  Readers  of  The  Sugar  Bulletin 
know  of  his  accomplishments  as  the 
twentieth  president  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  but  we  feel  that 
few  are  aware  of  the  many  other  un- 
dertakings in  which  he  is  an  active 
participant.  We  print  below  two  par- 
agraphs from  the  official  news  re- 
lease issued  by  the  Louisiana  Sugar 
Cane  Festival  and  Fair  Association 
(Continued  on  page  272) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 


by  Lloyd  L.  Louden 


Growers !    Plant  Your  Full  Proportionate  Share 


Acreage  controls  have  been  im- 
posed on  the  1963  mainland  cane 
crop.  Acreage  controls  became  neces- 
sary to  avoid  a  continuation  of  the 
expansion  which  has  occurred  during 
the  last  three  years  in  Florida.  This 
does  not  mean  that  growers  will  be 
required  to  reduce  acreage  below  the 
1962  level.  But  in  fact,  the  1963  Pro- 
portionate Shares  Determination  will 
allow  some  growers  to  increase  acre- 
age above  the  1962  level  of  cane  for 
seed,  sugar,  and  bona  fide  abandon- 
ment. 

Briefly,  the  initial  proportionate 
share  of  a  Louisiana  grower  who 
grew  cane  during  one  or  more  of  the 
years  1960,  1961  and  1962  will  equal 
the  larger  of  the  1962-crop  acreage 
or  105  percent  of  the  average  acre- 
age on  the  farm  for  the  1960,  1961 
and  1962  crops.  The  acreage  to  be 
considered  in  determining  the  initial 
share  will  be  the  acreage  grown  and 
harvested  for  sugar  or  seed  plus  the 
acreage  of  bona  fide  abandonment. 

In  addition,  the  1963  Determina- 
tion makes  available  a  10,000  acre 
reserve  set  aside  for  the  above  men- 
tioned type  Louisiana  growers  who 
want  to  increase  acreage.  Growers 
who  can  plant  part  of  this  acreage 
should  make  application  for  the  addi- 
tional acreage  to  the  Parish  A.S.C.S. 
Committee  immediately.  Deadline  for 
making  application  for  this  acreage 
is  Friday,  September  7.  Growers  are 
encouraged  to  ask  for  only  the  actual 
amount  of  additional  acreage  which 
can  be  planted.  Padding,  or  asking 
for  additional  acreage  which  cannot 
be  used  may  hurt  some  other  grower 


and  will  not  help  the  grower  who  pad- 
ded his  request. 

History  has  proved  that  many 
growers  underplant  proportionate 
shares  during  periods  of  acreage  con- 
trols. During  the  last  period  of  acre- 
age control,  an  average  of  5.10  per- 
cent of  the  total  proportionate  shares 
for  Louisiana  were  underplanted. 
During  one  year  of  this  period,  as 
much  as  20,000  acres  of  proportion- 
ate shares  were  unused.  One  of  the 
reasons  for  the  underplanting  is  that 
it  is  possible  for  each  grower  to  have 
less  cane  than  his  proportionate  share 
but  not  one  grower  is  allowed  to  have 
more  arceage  than  his  proportionate 
share  and  still  be  eligible  to  receive 
conditional  payments. 

The  10,000  acre  reserve  is  being 
made  available  in  Louisiana  to  help 
offset  anticipated  unused  proportion- 
ate shares. 

Growers  are  encouraged  to  make 
every  attempt  possible  to  plant  their 
full  proportionate  share.  Volume 
plays  an  important  role  toward  in- 
fluencing profits  in  most  every  busi- 
ness. Cane  growing  is  a  business,  and 
in  general,  it  can  be  said  that  cane 
growers  have  recognized  that  higher 
production  usually  means  more  prof- 
its. Growers  can  increase  production 
by  increasing  yields  of  cane  per  acre 
and  by  increasing  the  total  acres  in 
cane.  Although  there  is  much  to  be 
said  about  ways  to  increase  produc- 
tion of  cane  per  acre,  only  ways  to 
increase  acreage  will  be  discussed : 
here. 

Many  farmers  have  additional  land  j 
(Continued  on  page  274) 
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IN   WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 


Danger  Signals 

When  President  Kennedy  signed 
the  Sugar  Act  Amendments  of  1962 
into  law,  domestic  sugar  producers, 
tired  and  worn  out  from  their  two  and 
I  half  year  struggle  with  Congress 
jand  the  Executive  branches  of  the 
^government,  heaved  sighs  of  relief 
and  resumed  normal  activities  believ- 
ing that  their  legislative  problems 
were  settled  for  at  least  four  years. 
But  less  than  a  month  after  the  new 
sugar  law  went  into  effect  notice  was 
served  on  the  industry  that  two  years 
from  now  the  entire  quota  system, 
both  domestic  and  foreign,  would  be 
attacked. 

On  August  15  Senator  Fulbright 
(D-Ark.)  made  a  speech  in  the  Sen- 
ate which  should  be  read  by  all  sup- 
pliers of  sugar  to  the  United  States 
market  and  particularly  by  domestic 
producers.  Senator  Fulbright's  speech 
appears  in  the  Congressional  Record 
for  Wednesday,  August  15  and  be- 
gins on  page  15585  and  is  concluded 
mi  page  15587. 

What  sparked  Senator  Fulbright's 
outburst  apparently  was  the  an- 
nouncement by  the  U.  S.  Department 
Df  Agriculture  that  it  was  increasing 
the  "global  quota"  from  800,000  tons 
to  541,745  tons  in  order  to  assure 
adequate  supplies  for  August  and 
September  requirements.  "The  im- 
port of  the  Agriculture  Department's 
action"  said  Senator  Fulbright,  "is 
to  show  that  the  global  quota  system 
works  and  the  country  quota  system 
loes  not". 

"During  the  past  month,  sugar  ex- 
porting countries  have  been  compet- 
ing to  supply  sugar  for  the  U.  S.  mar- 


ket at  world  market  prices,  with  those 
having  fixed  U.S.  quotas  holding  back 
on  the  premium-price  sugar  that  had 
been  allocated  to  them,  knowing  that 
they  could  always  sell  it  here  at  the 
last  moment.  With  this  kind  of  ac- 
tivity, two  myths  have  been  de- 
stroyed: The  first  was  the  cliche 
that  no  one  would  deliver  sugar  to 
this  country  at  world  prices — they 
clearly  have.  The  second  was  that 
payments  of  high  premiums  to  for- 
eign producers  would  guarantee  a 
steady  sugar  supply — it  does  not  for 
there  is  no  way  to  force  a  country 
with  a  stated  quota  to  deliver  sugar 
when  this  country  wants  it." 

The  senator  from  Arkansas  told 
only  part  of  the  story.  In  fairness  to 
the  quota  system  he  should  have 
taken  the  trouble  to  find  out  for  him- 
self the  real  reason  the  Department 
of  Agriculture  increased  the  size  of 
the  global  quota.  Senator  Fulbright 
would  have  learned  that  many  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  pertaining  to 
the  importation  and  marketing  of 
foreign  sugar  are  cumbersome,  im- 
practical and  unworkable.  The  Sen- 
ator should  read  the  following  para- 
graph which  we  quote  from  Lowry  & 
Company,  Inc.  Sugar  Brokers'  daily 
Sugar  Review  of  August  22,  1962  : 

"At  the  close  of  business  last  night 
charges  against  the  global  quota 
amounted  to  398,823  tons,  leaving  an 
open  balance  for  entry  after  Septem- 
ber 30  of  142,920  tons.  The  unallotted 
domestic  deficit  quota  amounts  to 
183,737  tons,  also  for  entry  after 
Sept.  30th.  The  Trade  expects  new 
rules  out  of  Washington  shortly, 
(Continued  on  page  274) 
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EXCERPTS  FROM  THE  1963-CROP 

PROPORTIONATE  SHARE  DETERMINATION 


*    *    * 

(b)  Farm  proportionate  shares. 
A  1963-crop  farm  proportionate 
share  shall  be  established  by  the 
County  Committee  for  each  farm,  as 
constituted  for  the  1962  crop  at  the 
time  the  1963  crop  proportionate 
share  is  established,  on  which  there 
was  accredited  acreage  in  either  of 
the  crop  years  1960  or  1961,  or  on 
which  the  County  Committee  deter- 
mines that  1962-crop  sugarcane  is 
being  grown  for  the  extraction  of 
sugar  or  liquid  sugar  or  for  harvest- 
ing for  seed  or  has  been  classified  as 
abandoned  acreage.  Such  farm  pro- 
portionate share  shall  be  the  larger 
of,  105  percent  of  the  average  ac- 
credited acreage  on  the  farm  for  the 
crop  years  1960  through  1962,  or  the 
1962  acreage  as  determined  by  the 
County  Committee  from  the  best  in- 
formation available  at  the  time  the 
farm  proportionate  share  is  estab- 
lished. For  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing farm  proportionate  shares,  con- 
sideration of  1962-crop  acreage  shall 
be  limited  to  the  acreage  of  sugar- 
cane determined  by  the  County  Com- 
mittee to  have  been  planted  prior  to 
April  16,  1962. 

(c)  Redetermination  of  farm  pro- 
portionate  shares.  For  the  purpose 
of  this  paragraph,  the  division  or 
combination  of  a  farm  or  farms  and 
the  reconstitution  of  a  farm  or  farms 
referred  to  in  this  paragraph  shall  be 
those  which  give  effect  to  the  defi- 
nition of  a  farm  set  forth  in  Part  822 
of  this  chapter.  Farm  proportionate 
shares  shall  be  redetermined  under 
the  following  circumstances. 

(1)  Use  of  incorrect  1962-crop 
data.  Any  necessary  redetermination 
of  the  farm  proportionate  share  after 
the  County  Committee  has  deter- 
mined the  1962-crop  acreage  of 
sugarcane  for  a  farm  and  prior  to 
the  beginning  of  harvest  of  the  1963 
crop,  on  account  of  the  use  of  esti- 
mated or  incorrect  1962  acreage  data 


in  the  original  establishment  of  the 
farm  proportionate  share,  shall  be 
made  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section  using  actual  1962-j 
crop  accredited  acreage.  The  original 
share  shall  be  cancelled. 

(2)  Improper  constitution  of  a 
farm.  If  at  any  time  after  the  County 
Committee  has  established  the  pro- 
portionate share  for  a  farm,  it  is  de- 
termined by  the  Committee  that  such 
farm  was  not  properly  constituted! 
for  the  1963  sugarcane  crop  pursuant 
to  the  definition  of  a  farm  set  forth 
in  Part  822  of  this  chapter,  the  share 
shall  be  cancelled  and  the  farm  shall 
be  reconstituted  in  accordance  with 
such  definition.  A  farm  proportion- 
ate share  shall  be  established  for  each 
reconstituted  farm  for  purposes  of 
the  1963  sugarcane  crop  program  in 
accordance  with  paragraph  (b)  of 
this  section,  if  permitted  under  the 
provisions  of  such  paragraph,  on  the 
basis  of  the  accredited  acreage  which 
is  credited  to  the  newly  constituted 
farm  or  farms  in  accordance  with  the 
following  subparagraph  (3)  of  thisi 
paragraph,  except  that  a  proportion- 
ate share  for  a  reconstituted  farm 
which  is  a  new-producer  farm  shall 
be  established  as  provided  in  para- 
graph (e)  of  this  section,  if  per- 
mitted under  the  provisions  of  such 
paragraph.  Proportionate  shares  es- 
tablished for  reconstituted  farms 
shall  be  subject  to  adjustment  as  pro- 
vided in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  sec- 
tion, within  the  acreage,  if  any,  usee 
for  adjustments  in  the  proportionate 
share  (s)  for  the  farm  or  farms  prioi 
to  reconstitution. 

(3)  Credit  for  sugarcane  acreage 
The  subdivisions  of  any  farm  whicrl 
is  subdivided  shall  be  credited  witr 
the  accredited  sugarcane  acreage  rec- 
ord of  the  crop  years  1960  througrj 
1962  of  such  farm  by  apportioning 
such  record  among  the  subdivisions 
on  the  basis  of  the  cropland  suitable 
for  the  production  of  sugarcane  ir 
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such  subdivision.  However,  if  the 
County  Committee  determines  that 
the  use  of  the  cropland  relationship 
is  materially  inconsistent  with  the 
accredited  acreage  of  sugarcane 
grown  on  any  subdivision  during  the 
crop  years  1960  through  1962  or  is 
not  representative  of  the  sugarcane 
acreage  growing  or  grown  on  any 
subdivision  in  the  1963  crop  year,  or 
if  all  persons  concerned  in  the  sub- 
division file  a  written  request  with 
the  County  Committee  which  is  ap- 
proved by  the  Committee,  such  sub- 
divisions shall  be  credited  with  a  pro 
rata  share  of  the  1960-62  accredited 
acreage  record  of  the  farm  deter- 
mined either  on  the  basis  of  the  total 
accredited  acreage  of  sugarcane  on 
3ach  subdivision  during  the  crop 
pears  1960  through  1962,  or  on  the 
basis  of  the  acreage  of  the  1963 
sugarcane  crop  growing  or  grown 
and  harvested  on  each  subdivision. 
A.  reconstituted  farm  consisting  of 
uiy  combination  of  farms,  subdivi- 
sions of  farms,  or  combination  of 
farms  and  subdivisions  of  farms  shall 
De  credited  with  the  total  of  the  ac- 
credited acreage  records  determined 
for  the  crop  years  1960  through  1962 
for  the  constituent  parts  of  the  farm. 

(d)  Adjustments  in  proportionate 
Shares.  Adjustments  in  proportion- 
ate shares  may  be  made  in  the  follow- 
ing circumstances  and  within  the  lim- 
itations provided. 

(1)  For  the  purpose  of  making 
Adjustments  in  proportionate  shares, 
a  maximum  of  825  acres  is  hereby 
established  for  the  State  of  Louisi- 
ana, and  a  maximum  of  350  acres  is 
established  for  the  State  of  Florida. 
Whenever  the  County  Committee  de- 
;ermines  that  the  proportionate 
shares  established  for  a  farm  as  pro- 
dded in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  sec- 
Jon  is  not  reasonably  comparable  to 
;he  proportionate  shares  for  other 
farms  in  the  county,  considering  the 
availability  and  suitability  of  land, 
adequacy  of  drainage,  availability  of 
production  facilities,  and  the  produc- 
tion experience  of  the  operator,  the 
Oounty  Committee  shall  forward  to 
the  appropriate  State  Committee  the 
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factual  information  upon  which  the 
share  was  determined,  together  with 
its  recommendations  as  to  the  level 
of  a  suitable  adjustment.  The  State 
Committee  shall  review  the  informa- 
tion submitted  and  the  County  Com- 
mittee's recommendation,  approve 
such  adjustment  in  the  proportion- 
ate share  as  is  determined  necessary 
to  establish  a  proportionate  share  for 
the  farm  which  is  reasonably  com- 
parable considering  the  foregoing 
factors  and  return  the  case  to  the 
County  Committee  with  directions  to 
adjust  the  farm  proportionate  share 
accordingly. 

(2)  To  offset  estimated  propor- 
tionate share  acreages  which  will  be 
unused  on  farms  in  Louisiana,  a 
maximum  of  10,000  acres  is  hereby 
made  available  for  adjustments  in 
shares  for  farms  in  the  State  on  that 
account.  Any  operator  of  a  farm  in 
Louisiana  for  which  a  proportionate 
share  is  determined,  other  than  the 
operator  of  a  farm  for  which  a  pro- 
portionate share  is  determined  pur- 
suant to  paragraph  (e)  of  this  sec- 
tion, may  file  a  written  request  with 
the  County  Committee  on  or  before 
September  7,  1962,  for  an  increase 
in  such  share  on  a  form  available  at 
the  local  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service  County  Of- 
fice (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
"county  office").  The  County  Com- 
mittee shall  forward  the  requests  to 
the  State  Committee.  Within  the  lim- 
itation of  the  10,000  acres,  plus  any 
acreage  remaining  unused  from  acre- 
age made  available  to  farms  in  Lou- 
isiana pursuant  to  paragraphs  (d) 
(1)  and  (e)  of  this  section,  the  State 
Committee  shall  authorize  County 
Committees  to  increase  the  propor- 
tionate shares  for  farms  with  respect 
to  which  increases  in  shares  were  re- 
quested; Provided,  That  if  the  total 
of  the  requested  increases  exceeds  the 
acreage  available  for  increases  with- 
in these  sources,  the  total  acreage 
available  shall  insofar  as  practicable 
be  prorated  by  the  State  Committee 
to  all  farms  for  which  additional 
acreages  have  been  requested  on  the 
(Continued  on  next  page) 
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basis  of  the  proportionate  shares  de- 
termined pursuant  to  paragraph  (b) 
of  this  section  for  such  farms. 

(3)  To  offset  proportionate  share 
acreages  which  will  be  unused  on 
farms  in  Florida,  the  State  Commit- 
tee may  authorize  County  Committees 
to  prorate  such  unused  acreages  to 
farms  on  which  acreages  are  growing 
in  excess  of  the  proportionate  shares 
determined  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section.  Such  proration 
shall  be  made  insofar  as  practicable 
on  the  basis  of  the  proportionate 
shares  determined  pursuant  to  such 
paragraph  (b). 

(e)  Establishment  of  proportion- 
ate shares  for  new-producer  farms. 
For  the  purpose  of  establishing  pro- 
portionate shares  for  farms  to  be 
operated  in  the  1963-crop  season  by 
new  producers,  350  acres  are  hereby 
made  available  for  Florida  and  825 
acres  are  hereby  made  available  for 
Louisiana.  Any  eligible  farm  oper- 
ator desiring  a  new-producer  propor- 
tionate share  shall  file  a  written  re- 
quest therefor  with  the  County  Com- 
mittee on  or  before  September  7, 
1962  on  a  form  available  at  the  local 
county  office.  Each  County  Commit- 
tee receiving  a  request  for  a  new- 
producer  share  shall  rate  the  oper- 
ator, on  a  form  provided  by  the  State 
Committee  as  qualified  or  not  quali- 
fied by  taking  into  consideration  the 
availability  and  suitability  of  land, 
adequacy  of  drainage,  and  the  avail- 
ability of  production  and  marketing 
facilities.  The  forms  showing  the 
ratings  of  new  producers  shall  be  for- 
warded by  the  County  Committee  to 
the  State  Committee.  The  State  Com- 
mittee shall  review  such  ratings, 
making  such  changes  in  ratings  as 
are  appropriate,  and  shall  establish 
a  proportionate  share  for  each  new 
producer  who  is  rated  as  qualified  at 
a  level  of  25  acres,  or  a  lesser  acre- 
age, if  requested  or  if  the  available 
cropland  will  not  support*  a  share  of 
25  acres.  Where  the  acreage  avail- 
able for  new  producers  in  a  State  is 
insufficient  to  establish  shares  for  all 
farms  whose  operators  are  rated  as 
qualified  under  the  aforestated  con- 


siderations,   shares    shall   be   estab- 
lished for  those  farms  whose  oper- 
ators are  rated  as  qualified  and  who 
are  selected  by  lot,  except  that  the 
State  Committee  may  elect  to  estab- 
lish shares  within  the  acreage  avail- 
able  for  those  farms  whose  operators 
such  committee  determines  are  the 
best-qualified  pursuant  to  the  afore-  j 
stated  consideration.    If  selection  is 
made  by  lot,  each  drawing  shall  be 
supervised  by  a  representative  of  the 
State   Committee.    Each  person   re- 
questing a  new-producer  share  whc 
will  be  included  in  the  drawing  shall 
be  given  a  reasonable  advance  noticJ 
of  the  drawing  and  an  opportunity 
to    attend.     The    names    (or    correl 
sponding  numbers)   of  all  such  perl 
sons  shall  be  placed  in  a  container  ill 
such  a  manner  that  they  are  indis 
tinguishable   to   the   person   makinj 
the   "draws".     Before  the   drawing 
the  person  in  charge  shall  announce 
whether  the  selections  are  to  be  mad< 
on   consecutive   draws    or   on   son* 
other  specific  basis.  The  entire  acre 
age  set  aside  for  new  producers  sha 
be    allotted    to    qualified    new    pro 
ducers,  if  requested. 

(f)  Notification  of  proportional 
shares.  Each  operator  of  a  farm  fo 
which  a  proportionate  share  is  estab 
lished  pursuant  to  this  section  am 
each  operator  of  a  farm  filing  a  re 
quest  for  a  new-producer  share  shal 
be  notified  in  writing  on  behalf  o 
the  County  Committee  of  the  propoi 
tionate  share  established  for  his  f arr 
(even  if  "none"  in  case  of  a  ne^ 
producer  request)  and  of  his  right  t 
appeal  under  paragraph  (k)  of  thi 
section  and  each  such  farm  operato 
shall  be  notified  in  writing  of  an 
adjustment  or  change  made  in  th 
proportionate  share  as  provided  i 
this  section.  *  *  * 


UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  267) 
announcing  his  election  as  King  Si 
crose  XXI. 

"His  activities,  civic,  religious  an 
otherwise  make  tremendous  demand 
on  this  sugar  planter,  but  he  meel 
all  of  these  with  energy,  intelligenc 


272 


THE  SUGAR  BULLETI 


ind  understanding.  He  participates 
ictively  in  the  Thibodaux  Rotary 
Ulub  of  which  he  is  a  past  presiclent ; 
le  is  a  past  president  of  the  Thibo- 


WARREN  J.  HARANG,  JR. 


laux  College  Cardinal  Club;  past 
President  of  the  Lafourche  Parish 
Chamber  of  Commerce;  past  presi- 
dent of  the  LaFourche  Parish  Farm 
Bureau  and  served  one  year  on  the 
Louisiana  Farm  Bureau  State  Board." 
!  "He  also  served  as  a  member  of  the 
^tate  Mineral  Board  from  1956  to 
^pril  1960;  is  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mission of  the  Federal  Housing  of 
the  City  of  Thibodaux  since  1952 ;  is  a 
pember  of  the  Lafourche-Terrebonne 
ptoil  Conservation  District  Board  of 
Supervisors;  vice  president  of  the 
South  Louisiana  Association  Soil 
Ponservation  District  Supervisors ; 
inember  of  the  State  Advisory  Com- 
Inittee  of  the  Farmers  Home  Admin- 
istration; a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Directors  of  the  Lafourche  Parish 
Dattleman's  Association;  member  of 
phe  Board  of  Directors  of  the  J  &  L 
(Engineering  Inc. ;  Chairman  of  St.  Jo- 
seph's Parish  Catholic  School  Board 


and  a  member  of  the  Nicholls  State 
College  Colonel's  Club." 

Fun  For  All 

Everyone  is  invited  to  the  twenty- 
first  Louisiana  Sugar  Cane  Festival 
and  Fair.  If  you  like  to  play  cow 
pasture  pool,  known  in  some  circles 
as  "golf",  enter  the  Tenth  Annual 
Sugar  Cane  Golf  Tournament  to  be 
held  at  the  Iberia  Golf  and  Country 
Club  on  Saturday,  September  22nd 
and  Sunday,  September  23rd. 

The  Fair  proper  will  begin  Friday, 
September  28th  and  continue  through 
Sunday,  September  30th.  The  pro- 
gram of  events  will  be  as  follows : 

Friday,  September  28th 

7:00  A.M. 
Farmer's  Day — All  Day  in  City 

10:00  A.M. 
Blessing  of  Crops — Opening  of  1962 
Sugar  Cane  Festival  and  Fair  Tra- 
ditional Blessing  of  Crops  by  Rt. 
Rev.  Msgr.  Warren  Boudreaux,  Pas- 
tor of  St.  Peter's  Catholic  Church 
(Mass  in  Sugar  Cane  Festival  Build- 
ing). 

11:00  A.M. 
Opening  of  Agricultural  and   Live- 
stock Fairs  in  City  Park  and  West 
End  Park. 

12:00  Noon 
Luncheon — Honoring  All  Past  Presi- 
dents of  the  Association. 

1:00  P.M. 
Quick  Pistol  Contest 

1:30  P.M. 
Quarter  Horse  Show — Acadian  Ball 
Park 

2:00  P.M. 
Opening  of  Flower  -  Art  -  Photog- 
raphy -  Ceramic  Wood   Carving  & 
Sculpture    Shows    (National    Guard 
Armory,  City  Park) 

4:00  P.M. 
Reception  Honoring  the  Wife  of  King 
Sucrose  XXI. 

5:00  P.M. 
Agricultural  Parade 

6:00  P.M. 
Rehearsals    —    Queen    Contestants, 
Maids,  Visiting  Queens  and   Grand 
Dukes   (Sugar  Cane  Festival  Build- 
ing). 

(Continued  on  next  page) 
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8:00  P.M. 
Fais  Do  Do   (Street  Dance)   Square 
Dance. 

Saturday,  September  29th 
10:00  A.M. 
Children's  Parade 

10:00  A.M. 
Coffee  Party,  Judging  of  the  Parish 
Queen  Contestants  for  Queen  Sugar 
XXI  (Private). 

11:00  A.M. 
Maids  and  Visiting  Queen's  Coffee 
Party 

12:00  Noon 
Press-Radio  Luncheon 

2:00  P.M. 
Negro     Parade,     Honoring     Queen 
Brown  Sugar  XIII  and  her  King. 

3:00  P.M. 
4-H  Club  Pig  Auction,  City  Park 

3:30  P.M. 
Water  Ski  Show,  Bayou  Teche,  City 
Park 

3:30  P.M. 
Reception — Gold   Room  of  Frederic 
Hotel,   Honoring   all   former   Sugar 
Queens  and  Kings. 

6:00  P.M. 
King's  Dinner,  Honoring  all  former 
Sugar  Kings  and  their  wives 

8:15  P.M. 
Coronation  of  Queen  Sugar  XXI — 
Sugar  Cane  Festival  Building,  City 
Park 

10:00  P.M. 
Coronation  Ball,  New  Iberia  Recre- 
ation Center,  City  Park 

11:00  P.M. 
Grand  March  at  Coronation  Ball 

Sunday,  September  30 

1:00  P.M. 
Boat  Races,  Bayou  Teche,  City  Park 

2:00  P.M. 
Queen's  Parade 

3:00  P.M. 
Horse  Show,  Acadian  Ball  Park 

5:15  P.M. 
Royal  Reception,  Veteran's  War  Me- 
morial Civic  Center,  City  Park. 

Gilbert  Durbin,  General  Manager 
of  the  American  Sugar  Cane  League, 
will  be  guest  speaker  at  the  luncheon 
honoring  the  past  presidents  at  noon 
on  Friday,  September  28th. 


IN  THE  FIELD 

(Continued  from  page  268) 
which  could  be  put  into  cane.  In 
some  cases  the  expense  involved  to! 
bring  this  land  into  cane  production! 
is  not  large.  On  some  of  these  farms 
this  land  was  once  in  cane,  but  it  was 
abandoned  because  of  poor  drainage. 
Now  that  the  main  drainage  system' 
has  been  improved  on  most  farms,' 
much  of  this  type  land  can  be  drained 
at  a  reasonable  cost.  Some  growers 
will  be  surprised  to  find  that  some' 
of  this  land  will  produce  as  much  ori 
more  cane  per  acre  than  land  alreadyj 
in  cultivation.  There  is  much  of  this 
type  land  around  the  belt.  There  are! 
also  many  abandoned  cow  pastures,) 
mule  lots,  etc.,  that  could  be  put  into 
cultivation. 

There  are  also  available  many  acres 
of  land  which  were  abandoned  25 
years  ago  because  the  soil  was  too 
heavy  and  hard  to  cultivate.  Yield 
of  cane  per  acre  on  this  land  was  also 
poor  at  that  time.  With  the  use  oi 
modern  mechanical  equipment  and 
today's  fertilizer  recommendations; 
much  of  this  type  land  can  be  easily 
and  profitably  cultivated. 

Many  growers  already  have  enoug 
equipment  and  labor  to  handle  addi 
tional  land.  It  is  this  type  of  growei 
who  should  be  looking  for  more  land 
The  extra  land  for  this  type  growei 
will  allow  for  a  more  efficient  use  oi 
labor  and  equipment  and  will  usuallj 
mean  greater  profits.  Look  around 
There  is  additional  land  around  thai 
can  grow  cane  profitably. 

IN  WASHINGTON 

(Continued  from  page  269) 
clarifying  and  perhaps  softening  tin 
conditions  for  importing  sugars  afte] 
September  30th.  Many  producer! 
with  available  sugar  feel  that  i 
would  be  an  impossible  task  to  mak« 
the  statements  now  required  on  ap 
plications  for  quota  certifications  o: 
set-aside  of  quota,  and  therefore  fu 
tile  to  file  them.  Unless  something  i 
done  soon  to  untie  the  hands  of  pro 
ducers  and  the  resourceful  importers 
who  have  kept  refiners  supplied  de 


t 
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pite  every  obstacle,  the  market  may 
rell  come  to  a  near  halt  for  lack  of 
:ading  material." 

Senator  Fulbright  concluded  his 
.ugust  15  speech  as  follows : 

"I  would  like  to  again  call  the  at- 
trition of  my  colleagues  to  what  is 
appening  in  the  sugar  market  and 
oice  the  hope  that  when,  in  2  years, 
re  again  open  up  this  Pandora's  box 
£  foreign  sugar  quotas  we  will  drop 
tie  whole  country  quota  system  and 
ut  our  offshore  sugar  procurement 


on  a  competitive  global  quota  basis. 

"And  I  would  reiterate  that  the 
basic  cause  for  this  whole  facade  of 
international  quotas,  premiums,  and 
the  like  rests  with  our  sugar  system 
which  has  been  constructed  to  pro- 
vide hidden  subsidies  to  our  domestic 
sugar  producers". 

Two  years  from  now  the  domestic 
industry  may  be  involved  in  a  legis- 
lative battle  which  will  make  the  one 
just  ended  seem  like  a  bloodless  little 
skirmish. 
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2.8  Tons  more  cane, 

463  pounds  more  sugar 

per  acre 


■m  ■ 


In  25  experiment  station  tests,  soil  insect  control  with 
Chlordane  showed  an  increase  of  2.8  tons  of  cane  per  acre 
over  untreated  plots.  In  terms  of  sugar,  this  is  equivalent  to 
463  pounds  more  sugar  per  acre.  (SUGAR  BULLETIN, 
Volume  31,  No.  20,  July  15,  1953.)  For  a  more  profitable 
crop,  protect  your  cane  from  soil  insects  with  economical, 

iTTi        easy-to-apply  Chlordane.  Velsicol  Chemical  . 

XlJJ?        Corporation,  Box  67,  Galena  Park,  Texas. 


Control  soil  insects 
with  Chlordane 
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\f  La.   Stats  Universitj    Library 

|  Acquisitions  Dept. 

Baton  Rouge  3, La.  /$^A 


;   CHEMISTRY    & 
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Announcing  The 

FORTIETH  ANNUAL  MEETING 

of  the 

AMERICAN  SUGAR  CANE  LEAGUE 

of  the 

U.  S.  A.,   Inc. 
THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  27th,  1962 

GRAND  BALL  ROOM,  ROOSEVELT  HOTEL 

123  Baronne  Street 

New  Orleans,  La* 
Meeting  Convenes  at  2:00  P.  M. 

At  this  meeting  there  will  be  an  election  of  Members  of  the  Executive  Committee 
to  serve  during  the  ensuing  year. 

All  Members  of  the  League  Will  Please  Consider 
This  as  an  Official  Notice  To  Attend 
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UP  FRONT  WITH  THE  LEAGUE 

by  A.  W.  Dykers 


The  Annual  Meeting 

The  Annual  Meeting  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Cane  League  will  be  held 
on  Thursday,  September  28th.  Mem- 
bers of  the  League  are  invited  to  at- 
tend this  meeting,  and  hear  the  Pres- 
ident's report  covering  the  activities 
of  their  organization  throughout  the 
past  twelve  months. 

One  of  the  functions  at  the  Annual 
Meeting  is  the  election  of  an  Execu- 
tive Committee  to  guide  the  destinies 
of  this  organization  during  the  com- 
ming  twelve  months.  This  year 
thirty-four  people  will  be  chosen  to 
|  serve  on  this  Committee  and  when 
they  are  elected,  they,  in  turn,  will 
elect  the  officers  of  the  League  to 
work  with  them  for  another  year. 

The  Fortieth  Annual  Meeting  of 
the  American  Sugar  Cane  League 
will  be  held  in  the  Grand  Ballroom  of 
the  Roosevelt  Hotel  in  New  Orleans. 
It  will  start  at  two  o'clock  in  the  aft- 
ernoon.  Plan  to  be  present. 

Lauden  to  Puerto  Rico 

Lloyd  L.  Lauden,  Agronomist  and 
Field  Representative  of  the  Ameri- 
can Sugar  Cane  League,  has  been  se- 
lected by  the  Acting  U.  S.  Secretary 
of  Labor,  the  Honorable  W.  Willard 
Wirtz,  to  be  a  member  of  Committee 
No.  55-A  and  Committee  No.  55-B. 
Committee  No.  55-A  establishes  wage 
rates  for  the  sugar  manufacturing 
and  alcoholic  beverages  industries  in 
Puerto   Rico.     Committee   No.    55-B 


establishes  wage  rates  for  the  con- 
struction, business  services,  motion 
pictures,  and  miscellaneous  indus- 
tries in  Puerto  Rico. 

Lloyd  and  his  wife,  Mary,  will  fly 
to  Puerto  Rico  on  September  24th  to 
be  there  in  time  to  become  slightly 
acclimated  before  plunging  into  the 
committee  work  which  begins  on  Sep- 
tember 26th. 

The  Association  of  Sugar  Produc- 
ers of  Puerto  Rico  has  asked  our  ag- 
gronomist  to  discuss  cane  varieties* 
and  other  agricultural  problems  with 
their  farmers  while  he  is  on  the 
Island  and  we  are  quite  sure  that  the 
trip  will  result  in  an  exchange  of 
ideas  that  will  be  helpful  to  both  the 
Puerto  Rican  and  Louisiana  indus- 
tries. 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  Lauden  will  be  in 
Puerto  Rico  for  about  two  weeks. 

The  Old  Mule 

On  August  30th,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  decided 
to  increase  overall  sugar  quotas  from 
9,700,000  tons  to  9,900,000  tons. 
"The  increase  in  domestic  require- 
ments", the  official  announcement 
said,  "is  necessitated  by  strong  cur- 
rent demand  and  the  fact  that  con- 
siderable quantities  of  foreign  and 
domestic  quota  sugar  will  not  be 
available  until  the  new  harvests  be- 
gin late  in  the  year.  Because  of  the 
small  stocks  of  domestic  beet  sugar 
(Continued  on  page  286) 
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IN  THE  FIELD 
WITH  LLOYD  LAUDEN 

by  Lloyd  L.  Lauden 


Scientists  of  the  U.  S.  D.  A.  Houma 
Sugarcane  Station  and  the  L.  S.  U. 
Experiment  Station  sat  in  conference 
with  representatives  of  the  American 
Sugar  Cane  League  on  September  5, 
1962  to  consider  the  new  and  promis- 
ing unreleased  varieties  of  cane  on 
the  two  Experiment  Stations  and  on 
Primary  and  Secondary  Increase  Sta- 
tions. 

The  cane  breeding  program  has 
been  greatly  expanded  over  the  past 
5  years  and  it  is  a  fact  that  there  are 
now  more  than  500,000  new  seedling 
varieties  on  the  two  Experiment  Sta- 
tions for  study.  It  can  be  readily  un- 
derstood that  only  a  very  small  per- 
centage of  this  large  number  can  be 
selected  for  close  study.  The  first 
step  in  the  program  is  to  select  out  of 
this  great  number  of  varieties  only 
those  varieties  that  look  as  good  or 
better  than  our  present  commercial 
varieties  from  appearance  standpoint. 
This  is  done  by  observing  stalks  per 
stool,  size  of  barrel,  and  the  vigor  of 
the  stool.  This  selection  at  the  U.  S. 
D.  A.  Houma  Station  alone  last  year 
amounted  to  about  7000  varieties. 
Each  one  of  these  was  planted  to  a 
3-foot  plot.  The  best  of  these,  about 
10  per  cent,  will  be  reselected  out  of 
the  3-foot  plots  this  year  and  re- 
planted. 

This  selection  and  re-selection  con- 
tinues until  sufficient  seed  and  tests 
have  been  made  at  the  two  Experi- 
ment Stations  to  justify  sending  the 
variety  out  to  the  eleven  Outfield 
Test  Plots  and  to  the  three  Primary 


Variety  Talk 

Increase  Stations.  About  eight  vari- 
eties were  usually  transferred  at  this 
point  each  year  prior  to  the  expan- 
sion of  the  program. 

Progress  is  being  made.  More 
promising  new  seedling  varieties  are 
being  found  each  year.  In  fact,  eight- 
een new  varieties  have  been  selected 
to  be  transferred  to  the  Outfield 
Tests  and  to  the  Primary  Increase 
Stations  this  year.  Out  of  this  num- 
ber it  is  hoped  that  one  of  these  will 
prove  better  than  the  commercial  va-i 
rieties  now  in  use.  When  tests  show 
that  a  new  variety  is  superior  to 
those  in  commercial  use,  there  will! 
be  an  adequate  amount  of  seed  of  this 
variety  already  increased  on  Secon- 
dary Stations  for  release  to  the  in- 
dustry. 

In  general  this  is  the  process  by 
which  a  variety  is  found,  tested,  and 
released.  Every  step  in  the  program 
happens  each  year.  Each  year  there 
is  a  brand  new  batch  of  seedling  vari- 
eties to  study  and  each  year  there  is 
a  brand  new  batch  of  first  selections. 
The  process  is  a  never  ending  one 
with  something  new  to  work  with 
each  year. 

By  all  standards,  it  would  seem 
logical  that  the  chances  are  much 
better  now  than  4  or  5  years  ago  to 
find  a  better  new  variety  since  there 
are  literally  hundreds  of  thousands 
more  varieties  from  which  to  select 
a  new  cane.  However,  it  should  also 
be  pointed  out  that  as  commercial 
varieties  are  improved,  getting  a  new 
and  better  cane  will  become  a  more 
difficult  task,  because  the  standards 
will  then  become  higher. 
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IN    WASHINGTON 
WITH  JOE  FERRIS 


by  Josiah  Ferris 
Complexities 

If  the  provisions  of  the  Sugar  Act 
of  1948  were  complex  the  Amend- 
ments of  1962  make  them  doubly  so. 

One  of  the  most  complex  of  the 
1962  complexes  directs  the  Secre- 
tary of  Agriculture  to  reserve  an- 
nually for  expansion  of  the  domestic 
sugar  beet  industry  enough  acre- 
age to  produce  65,000  tons  of  sugar. 
This  reserve  which  may  be  accu- 
mulated from  year  to  year,  if  not 
used,  is  to  be  taken  out  of  the  acre- 
age required  to  produce  the  sugar 
beet  area's  sugar  quota.  It  is  to 
be  used  primarily  to  permit  new 
growers  to  enter  the  industry  and  its 
allocation  is  to  be  proceeded  by  a 
formal  public  hearing.  This  hearing 
has  been  called  by  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  for  10:00  a.m.  Septem- 
ber 25,  in  the  auditorium  of  the  Na- 
tional History  Building,  Smithsonian 
Institution,  10th  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  N.  W.,  Washington,  D.  C.  In 
its  hearing  notice  to  growers  and  the 
sugar  beet  processing  industry  the 
Department  asked  that  applications 
for  acreage  from  the  reserve  be  sub- 
mitted at  the  September  25th  hear- 
ing, and  an  argument  in  support  of 
the  applications  to  be  based  on  the 
use  of  the  accumulative  acreage  to  be 
reserved  for  the  1962-65  crop  years. 

Sponsors  of  the  beet  acreage  re- 
serve for  new  mills  advocated  the 
building  of  one  mill  each  year  during 
the  life  of  the  Act.  They  were  under 
the  impression  that  each  year  a  hear- 
ing would  be  held  by  the  Department 


of  Agriculture  to  determine  where 
the  new  mill  for  that  year  would  be 
located.  Agriculture  Department  of- 
ficials, however,  have  decided  to  hold 
just  one  hearing  and  from  the  evi- 
dence submitted  at  that  time  deter- 
mine where  new  beet  mills  shall  be 
built  during  the  term  of  the  Act.  One 
new  mill  in  California  will  be  com- 
pleted early  next  year  so  that  the 
fight  between  the  beet  people  is  about 
the  location  of  the  four  other  new 
mills. 

Sugar  beet  associations  have 
sprung  up  almost  overnight  in  many 
sections  of  the  country  which  hereto- 
fore did  not  grow  sugar  beets.  Sugar 
beet  associations  from  northern  New 
York  State  to  deep  in  the  heart  of 
Texas  and  points  in  between  both 
east  and  west  are  vying  with  each 
other  for  a  mill.  Consequently  com- 
petition for  the  coveted  award  of  a 
65,000  ton  annual  quota  will  be  keen 
and  perhaps  bitter.  Reservations  are 
being  made  for  large  numbers  of  wit- 
nesses, both  farmers  and  processors, 
old  and  new.  It  looks  like  the  hearing 
will  last  for  at  least  a  full  week.  Even 
though  Secretary  Freeman  may  have 
the  wisdom  of  Solomon  he  has  our 
deepest  sympathy.  He  will  be  damned 
if  he  does  and  damned  if  he  doesn't. 
We  are  in  the  same  position  as  the 
prize  fight  referee  who  wishes  both 
fighters  "good  luck". 

To  our  beet  friends,  both  old  and 
new,  and  to  Secretary  Freeman — 
good  luck  to  you! 
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RESISTANCE  OF  SUGARCANE  VARIETIES 

TO  MOSAIC  IN  LOUISIANA 

By  E.  V.  Abbott  and  Natale  Zummo,  Plant  Pathologists,  and  R.  L.  Tippett, 

Biological  Aid,  Corps  Research  Division,  Agricultural  Research  Service, 

U.  S.  Department  of  Agriculture 


Identification  of  a  new  strain  of 
sugarcane  mosaic  virus  in  Louisiana, 
designated  H1,  to  which  the  principal 
commercial  varieties  of  the  state  are 
susceptible,  made  it  important  to  de- 
termine the  resistance  to  this  strain 
of  unreleased  varieties  in  the  testing 
program,  and  parent  canes  that  have 
been  or  may  be  used  in  breeding.  For 
several  years  before  the  appearance 
of  strain  H,  mosaic  had  ceased  to  be 
an  important  problem  to  sugarcane 
growers  of  the  state  because  the  prin- 
cipal commercial  varieties  were  re- 
sistant to  prevalent  strains  of  the 
virus. 

The  immediate  problem  presented 
by  the  appearance  of  the  new  strain 
was  determination  of  resistance  of 
commercial  and  unreleased  varieties; 
the  long  range  problem  was  to  survey 
available  parent  varieties  that  might 
be  used  as  sources  of  resistance  to 
mosaic  in  breeding.  The  initiation 
of  greenhouse  and  field  experiments 
to  determine  the  mosaic  resistance  of 
a  wide  range  of  varieties  was  reported 
to  the  Contact  Committee  last  year.2 
beginning  in  the  fall  of  1959,  commer- 
cial, unreleased,  and  parent  cane  var- 
ieties have  been  planted  each  year  at 
Waterford  Plantation,  St.  Charles 
Parish,  an  area  of  heavy  mosaic 
spread.  Land  was  kindly  made  avail- 
able by  Mr.  F.  Evans  Farwell,  of 
Milliken  and  Farwell,  whose  coopera- 
tion and  that  of  his  Farm  Manager, 
Mr.  M.  J.  Eliser,  have  been  invaluable 
in  obtaining  information  on  mosaic 
resistance. 

Three  hundred  thirty-seven  var- 
ieties have  been  included  in  the  plant- 
ings at  Waterford.  Single-row  plots 
12-15  feet  long  are  planted  with  mo- 
saic-free seedcane  of  the  varieties  to 
be  tested.  Plots  of  mosaic-infected 
N.  Co.  310  are  interspersed  through- 
out the  field  to  provide  sources  of 


mosaic  infection.  There  are  2  replica- 
tions of  most  of  the  varieties  and  5  or 
6  replications  of  3  control  varieties, 
C.  P.  44-101,  C.  P.  52-68,  and  N.  Co. 
310.  Before  1961,  only  advanced 
agronomic  selections  were  included 
among  unreleased  varieties,  but  in 
1961  single  plots  of  each  of  the  176 
C.  P.  and  L.  varieties  of  the  1961 
series  were  planted.  This  will  pro- 
vide information  on  their  resistance 
to  mosaic  under  conditions  of  heavy 
spread  in  the  field  in  advance  of  their 
consideration  for  selection  by  the 
agronomists. 

Among  the  commercial  varieties, 
C.  P.  36-13  and  C.  P.  47-193  are  highly 
resistant  to  mosaic  (table  1).  Grow- 
ing them  on  farms  or  plantations 
where  experience  has  shown  they  pro- 
duce well  will  reduce  the  mosaic  haz- 
ard. Little  or  no  roguing  would  be 
necessary  to  keep  seedcane  free  of 
the  disease.  However,  they  are  not 
widely  adapted,  and  growers  who 
have  not  had  experience  with  them 
should  consult  their  county  agents  or 
agronomists  of  the  experiment  sta- 
tions in  considering  expanding  the 
acreage  of  them. 

Mosaic  spreads  slowly  in  C.  P.  48- 
103  and  acreage  devoted  to  it  will  re- 
duce the  mosaic  problem.  In  areas 
of  high  mosaic  prevalence  and  spread, 
seedcane  supplies  of  this  variety 
would  have  to  be  rogued.  In  1961, 
about  one-third  of  an  acre  of  C.  P. 
48-103  plant  cane  on  Waterford  Plan- 
tation was  kept  free  of  mosaic  with 
four  roguings.  The  planting  was  in 
a  field  surrounded  by  mosaic-infected 
cane  where  spread  was  too  heavy  for 
successful  roguing  of  C.  P.  44-101  and 
C.  P.  52-68. 

Mosaic   spreads   more   rapidly   in 

C.  P.  36-105  than  in  C.  P.  48-103  but 

somewhat  less  rapidly  than  in  the  3 

(Continued  on  page  284) 
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Table  1.  Mosaic 

in  some 

commercial,  i 

mreleased  test  field,  and 

parent  ' 

varieties  of  sugarcane 

at  Waterford  Plantation, 

La.,  1960-62. 

i   1/ 

:         Plants  observed 

:         : 

Variety 

:  Tests 

:   Total   : 

Infected  with  mosaic 

No. 

No. 

% 

Commercial: 

C.P.  36-13 

:   4 

:    182 

Tr 

36-105 

:   4 

:   1018 

11 

44-101 

4 

:    217 

54 

44-155 

:   4 

113 

2o2/ 

47-193 

:   4 

170 

48-103 

:   4 

:    104 

S* 

52-68 

:   2 

:    163 

N.  Co.  310 

i       4 

:    937 

68 

Unreleased  test  f 

ield: 

C.P.  55-30 

:   4 

:    140 

33 

57-98 

:   4 

:    113 

11 

58-2 

:   2 

:    24 

8 

58-15 

2 

:     25 

44 

58-20 

:   2 

50 

20 

58-43 

2 

:    ^ 

9 

58-46 

2 

:    44 

23 

58-48 

:   2 

:    37 

8 

58-51 

2 

:    45 

16 

L.  55-6 

!   4 

:    83 

37 

56-7 

4 

\         142 

24 

56-25      : 

4 

:    124 

10 

Parent  or  Dotenti; 

il  Daren- 

e* 

C.P.  33-229 

4 

50 

0 

34-139 

2 

46 

0 

36-211    : 

2 

10    : 

0 

46-115 

4 

78 

0 

50-40 

4 

ISO 

0 

51-24    : 

2 

:     59 

0 

57-621    : 

2 

28    : 

0 

Co.  527       : 

2   : 

26    : 

0 

P.O.J.  2364    i 

2 

16    : 

0 

2J    4  tests  =  2  plant  cane,  2  stubble  crops 
2  tests  =  1  plant  cane,  1  stubble  crop 

2J    C.P.  47-193  has  a  low  percent  of  mosaic  in  plantation  fields 
at  Waterford;  C.P.  52-68  has  shown  more  than  50  percent 
infection  in  plantation  fields. 

2/    Only  the  varieties  showing  a  high  degree  of  resistance  to 
mosaic  are  listed. 
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SPREAD  OF  MOSAIC  IN  HEAT-TREATED  I 

AND  UNTREATED  SUGARCANE 

By  Natale  Zummo,  Plant  Pathologist,  Corps  Research  Division, 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  U.S.  Dept.  of  Agriculture 


Differences  in  the  percentage  of 
mosaic  infection  in  untreated  cane 
and  in  progeny  of  cane  heat-treated 
for  control  of  ratoon  stunting  disease 
(RSD)  were  reported  last  year.1  This 
work  showed  that  there  was  more 
mosaic  spread  in  direct  heat-treated 
cane  than  in  similar  untreated  cane. 
The  results  indicated  that  this  differ- 
ence in  mosaic  spread  was  due  to 
earlier  germination  of  heat-treated 
cane  in  the  fall  and  consequent  longer 
exposure  to  infection  by  mosaic  virus ; 
therefore,  mosaic  became  more  pre- 
valent in  heat-treated  than  in  un- 
treated cane. 

Since  the  purpose  of  heat  treating 
seedcane  is  to  eliminate  the  RSD  vir- 
us, these  observations  raised  the  ques- 
tion whether  mosaic  spread  more 
rapidly  in  the  heat-treated  cane  be- 
cause it  had  been  freed  of  RSD.  The 
presence  of  one  virus  in  a  plant  some- 
times  suppresses  the  multiplication 


and  hence  the  expression  of  symptoms 
of  another  within  the  same  plant. 
This  is  termed  cross-protection. 

To  study  further  this  question,  rep- 
licated plots  of  the  varieties  C.  P.  44 
101,  C.  P.  52-68,  and  N.  Co.  310  were 
planted  at  Waterford  Plantation,  St. 
Charles  Parish,  La.,  and  at  Green- 
wood Plantation,  Lafourche  Parish, 
in  the  fall  of  1961.  Single-row  plots 
10  feet  long  replicated  10  times  were 
planted  with  seedcane  treated  as  fol- 
lows: heat  treated  with  hot  air  at  58° 
C.  for  8  hours  (T),  heat  treated  and 
inoculated  with  RSD  virus  (TRSD), 
first  progeny  of  heat-treated  cane 
(P),  and  untreated  cane  naturally  in- 
fected with  the  RSD  virus  (U).  It 
was  reasoned  that  if  RSD  virus  in- 
fluenced the  spread  of  mosaic  there 
would  be  a  difference  in  spread  be- 
tween the  P  plus  T  and  the  TRSD 
plus  U  plots,  whereas  if  the  mosaic 
spread  ware  influenced  by  a  stimula- 


RESISTANCE 

(Continued  from  page  282) 
principal  commercial  varieties.  Grow- 
ing C.  P.  36-105  may  alleviate  the 
mosaic  problem  to  some  extent,  but 
roguing  of  seedcane  supplies  would 
be  necessary. 

None  of  the  unreleased  varieties 
now  in  replicated  plots  at  the  agron- 
omy test  fields  is  highly  resistant  to 
mosaic  (table  1).  It  is  therefore  evi- 
dent that  the  industry  will  have  to 
depend  primarily  on  mosaic-suscept- 
ible varieties  for  some  years  since  the 
resistant  ones  now  available  are  not 
widely  enough  adapted  to  become  ma- 
jor canes.  Consequently  it  is  import- 
ant that  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Mosaic  Control  be  followed 
to  keep  mosaic  in  the  leading  com- 
mercial varieties  at  the  lowest  pos- 
sible level. 

Nine  parent  or  potential  parent 
varieties  remained  free  of  mosaic  at 


Waterford  and  may  be  assumed  to 
be  highly  resistant  (table  1).  Un- 
fortunately, none  of  them  is  of  par- 
ticularly high  quality  as  a  parent  in 
breeding  for  other  characters  desired 
in  a  commercial  variety  for  Louisiana. 
These  results,  and  others3  showing 
that  many  forms  of  Saccharum  spon- 
taneum  formerly  considered  immune 
from  mosaic,  are  susceptible  to  strains 
of  the  virus  now  occurring  in  Louisi- 
ana and  Florida,  indicate  that  breed- 
ing for  resistance  to  mosaic  in  com- 
mercially adaptable  varieties  will  be 
more  difficult  than  in  the  past. 

1  Abbott,  E.  V.  1961.  A  new  strain  of 
sugarcane  mosaic  virus.  Phytopath.  51: 
642. 

2  Abbott,  E.  V.  1961.  Varietal  resistance 
to  mosaic.  Report  to  Contact  Comm., 
American  Sugar  Cane  League.  Mimeo- 
graphed. 

3  Abbott,  E.  V.,  and  Todd,  E.  H.  1962. 
Mosaic  in  clones  of  Saccharum  spontaneum 
and  in  Kassoer;  Internatl.  Soc.  Sugar  Cane 
Technol.    Proc.  11.    In  press. 
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•able  1.  Effect  of  beat  treatment  and  RSD  on «*aic  incidence  in  3  verletle.  of  sugarcane,  Waterford  and 
Greenwood  Plantations,  La.,  fall  1961  and  spring  1962. ^^ 

^With  •    :  With  :    :  *«h  :    :  with  :    :  wltn  :    :  WUh 

■   .       •      v_      i  M«      C      Mo.     %  NO.     3»      NO«     J1 


Treatment 


Plants  in 


No.  J          No^  %          No.  J"   Mo 

teat  treated  (T  plus  TRSD)  :  349  :  5.2  :H25  :  0.7  :  904  :  5.8  :  931 

Untreated  (P  plus  U)       s  395  :  2.5  :1267  :   TR  :1256  :  2.1  :1320 

RSD-free  (P  plus  T)       :  341  :  4.1  :1406  :  0.5  :1223  :  4.1  :1282 

RSD-infected  (TRSD  plus  U)  :  403  :  3.5  :1273  :  0.3  :1029  :  3.2  :1086 


8.0  :  1114:  7.7 

3.5  :  1480:  3.7 

1480:  5.6 

1230:  5.1 


5.8 
4.1 


1114:  9.1 
1480:  4.1 
1480:  6.2 
1230:  6.3 


1/  Hot  air  58°  C.  for  8  hours. 

2/    Plants  transferred  fro.  field  to  greenhouse  January  6,  1962,  following  the  freeze  on  December  25,  1961. 


Aon  of  germination,  followed  by  more 
rapid  growth  of  the  cane  resulting 
from  heat  treatment,  there  would  be 
a  difference  in  mosaic  spread  in  the 
T  plus  TRSD  and  the  P  plus  U  plots. 

Mosaic  counts  were  made  in  the 
plots. in  the  fall  of  1961  and  spring 
of  1962.  After  the  first  freeze  on 
December  25, 1961,  2  plants  from  each 
plot  were  dug  from  the  field  and 
placed  in  the  greenhouse.  There  they 
were  allowed  to  make  sufficient 
growth  for  mosaic  symptoms  to  de- 
velop to  determine  whether  the  a- 
mount  of  actual  mosaic  spread  to  the 
plants  in  the  field  was  greater  than 
had  been  observed  before  they  were 
frozen. 

Visual  ratings  of  the  height  of  plant 
in  pairs  of  heat-treated  and  untreated 
plots  made  in  the  fall  of  1961  and 
the  spring  of  1962  showed  that 
throughout  these  periods  the  cane  in 
more  than  90  per  cent  of  the  treated 
plots  was  taller  than  that  in  the  un- 
treated. 

The  results  (table  1)  show  that  the 
presence  or  absence  of  the  RSD  virus 
had  no  significant  effect  on  the  rate 
of  mosaic  spread.  On  the  other  hand, 
there  was  significant  increase  in  mo- 
saic spread  in  heat-treated  compared 
to  untreated  cane.  The  evidence 
strongly  indicates  that  this  greater 
mosaic  spread  in  the  treated  cane 
was  due  to  the  fact  that  heat-treated 
cane  germinated  earlier  in  the  fall, 
made  more  rapid  growth,  and  was 


subjected  to  a  longer  period  of  ex- 
posure to  insects.  Consequently  the 
cane  from  treated  seedcane  becomes 
infected  to  a  greater  extent  than  from 
untreated  seedcane,  which  germin- 
ated later  and  was  not  subject  to  as 
long  a  period  of  exposure  to  insects 
in  the  fall. 

The  evidence  does  not  indicate  that 
there  is  an  inherent  change  in  the 
cane's  susceptibility  to  mosaic  brought 
about  by  heat  treatment.  Abbott2  in- 
oculated in  the  greenhouse  50  plants 
grown  from  heat-treated  and  50 
plants  from  untreated  seedcane  of 
each  of  the  varieties  N.  Co.  310  and 
C.  P.  53-1,  and  obtained  nearly  equal 
percentages  of  mosaic  infection  in  the 
plants  from  heat-treated  and  un- 
treated seedcane.  The  change  is 
physiological  in  that  apical  dominance 
is  broken,  which  results  in  earlier 
germination  and  growth  of  the  cane. 

The  results  of  these  experiments 
should  not  be  taken  as  a  reason  for 
discontinuing  heat  treatment  for  the 
control  of  RSD.  The  benefits  derived 
from  control  of  that  disease  by  heat 
treatment  more  than  compensate  for 
the  increase  in  mosaic  spread  in  the 
treated  cane,  which  can  in  at  least 
most  instances  be  effectively  con- 
trolled by  roguing. 


1  Zuramo,  Natale,  and  Abbott,  E.  V.  Mo- 
saic spread  studies.  Report  to  Contact 
Committee,  American  Sugar  Cane  League, 
June  21,  1961.    Mimeographed. 

2  Abbott,  E.  V.  1959-60.  Unpublished 
data. 
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Dr.  John  A.  Hunter  (left),  president  of  Louisiana  State  University,  is  shown  here 
presenting  a  certificate  of  membership  in  the  LSU  Foundation  to  W.  H.  Louviere, 
President  of  the  Imperial  Sugar  Company,  Sugarland.  The  LSU  Foundation  is  a  non- 
profit corporation  chartered  to  assist  in  the  development  of  Louisiana  State  Univer- 
sity. Other  Houston  area  citizens  who  received  certificates  of  membership  from  Dr. 
Hunter  were:  J.  Howard  Rambin,  Jr.,  senior  vice-president  in  charge  of  Texaco 
Southern  Operations,  Texaco,  ire;  and  Sidney  A.  Adger,  Vice  President  of  Milwhite 
Mud  Sales  Company,  Houston. 


UP  FRONT 

(Continued  from  page  279) 
on  hand,  some  of  the  1962  quota  sup- 
plies of  beet  sugar  will  not  reach  cun- 
sumers  until  early  1963."  The  Old 
Mule  promptly  fell  on  his  face.  The 
price  of  raw  sugar  delivered  New 
Orleans  dropped  from  6.58  cents  a 
pound  to  6.30  cents  a  pound  in  the 
short  space  of  five  market  days.  Then 
the  market  rallied! 

We  have  read,  and  heard,  many 
different  opinions  as  to  what  hap- 
pened to  put  new  life  into  our  good 
old  market  character  when  he  ap- 
peared to  be  headed  straight  for  the 


morgue.  Perhaps  the  clue  is  in  the 
following  statement  by  the  USDA. 
"At  the  present  time,  additional  sup- 
plies are  needed  for  October  as  well 
as  for  September.  Accordingly,  135,- 
000  tons  of  the  additional  sugar  made 
available  as  quota  deficits  by  this; 
amendment  will  be  allotted  on  con- 
dition that  it  arrive  on  or  before 
October  31st  with  a  priority  to  be 
given  to  the  earlier  arrivals." 

The  power  to  name  a  deadline  for 
sugars  to  arrive  in  this  country  is  a 
new  weapon  in  the  hands  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  Agriculture  and  it  may 
prove  to  be  a  very  effective  one. 
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2.8  Tons  more  cane, 

463  pounds  more  sugar 

per  acre 


In  25  experiment  station  tests,  soil  insect  control  with 
Chlordane  showed  an  increase  of  2.8  tons  of  cane  per  acre 
over  untreated  plots.  In  terms  of  sugar,  this  is  equivalent  to 
463  pounds  more  sugar  per  acre.  (SUGAR  BULLETIN, 
Volume  31,  No.  20,  July  15,  1953.)  For  a  more  profitable 
crop,  protect  your  cane  from  soil  insects  with  economical, 

Ajffk        easy-to-apply  Chlordane.  Velsicol  Chemical  . 

\5r        Corporation,  Box  67,  Galena  Park,  Texas. 


Control  soil  i  .^cts 
with  Chlordane 
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